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To his honoured Friend Mr. Fob 
Tillotſon. 


SIR, 


S ſoon as I undefſtood 
your intentions to anſwer 
Mr. Jerjeant, T could not 
but rejoice on his behalf, 
as well a$ on the truths 

and your own. For I have that real 

kindneſs for him, that I heartily wiſh 
him that reaſon and ſcience he pretends 
to; Which I could not bur deſpair of 
his: attaining, unleſs he Were unde- 
teiyed. in that monſtrous opinion he 
A hath 
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hath of himſelf and his undertakings, 
And I knew no perſon more fit than 
you, to let him underſtand the truth. 
and himſelf together. In which, your 
performances have been ſo clear and fa- 
tisfactory, that I hope Mr. Sergeant, in 
ſtead of another Letter of direions 
to his Anſwerer, will write you one of 
thanks, for the reaſon and kindneſs 
you have ſhewed him throughout your 
Book. Unleſs it fares with ou.as it hath 
done with ſome other Adverſarzes of 
theirs, that their civility hath been in- 
terpreted as an argument of their uncer- 
rainty, and their own confidence cried 
up for a demonſtration. In which ſenſe 
only I ſhall grant our Proteſtant Writers 
to build on uncertainties, and Mr.Wh:te 
and Mr. Serjeant to be the great De- 
mnonftrators of this age. If their own 
reaſon had been as (evere as the cen- 
ſures at Rome againſt them, they had 
ſaved us the jaffhur of any anſwer, and 
would have found out their own ſ6- 
phiftry without a confutation. Burt the 
leaſt thing we can imagine by their 
exceſlive confidence, is, that they are 
deceived themſelves ; and therefore it 
is a part of charity to them, as well as 


juſtice 
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Uſtice ro the truth, to let the world 
ſee, . that big words are quite another 
thing from ſcience, and a ſtrong pre- 
ſumption from a regular dethonlitra- 
tion. AS to which, no more need to 
have beeh ſaid, thin what you have al- 
ready done; if Mr. Serjeant had not 
thought it an acceſlibn to the glory of 
his atchicyements; to lead rwo Pages 
of my Book in-triumph after him. I 
confeſs, I was ſomewhat ſurprized to ſee 
a perſon who would be noted for his 
valour in aſſaulting Proteſtant Writers, 
ſteal ſo behind the main bulk and deſign 
of my Book ; and when he had gotten 
two ſingle Pages by themſelves, tall 
_— them with as much pomp and 
oſtentation, as if he had attack'd the 
Whole. And this muſt be noiſed abroad 
as an Anſwer co me; by the ſame figure 
that his arguments are called demon- 
ſtrations, which is by ani Lyperbole un- 
fit for atiy, bit ſuch <who newer flag be- 
low the ſphere of Science in their own 
judgnients, though they ſeeni fiot to 
come near it in others, Yet ſince 
Mr. Serjeant is not only pleaſed to 
concerti himſelf ſo far as to anſwer that 
part of my Book relating to oral tra- 

A 2 dition; 
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dition ; but in moſt expreſs terms tO 

#-236. challenge me to reply vo him, he ma 
now ſce ( aticon as 1 could get any hi- 
berty from greater 4mployments ) how 
ready 1 am -to give him all reaſonable 
ſatistaftion.. And in the firit place, I 
return him thanks for the weapon he 
hath made choice of, t:7z: thar of rea- 
ſen; there being no other I deſire to 
' make uſe. of, in managing this debate 
* between us: And I hope he will find as 
much civility towards him throughout 
this diſcourſe, as he expreſſes towards 

mein theentrance to his; it that ma 
be accounted any real civility, which is 
intended meerly ourt- of : deſign, with 
the greater advantage to diſparage the 
cauſe I have undertaken, and yer ſee 
no reaſon to repent of. If in his curſory 
we of two Chapters of my Book he had 
(as he ſaith)quzte /oft me,he had no cauſe 
to be troubled for it, it he had found 
far more cxcellent perſons , ſuch* as 
Dr. Hammond, and the Diſfwader, and 
Dr.” Perce, inſtead of me. Bur to be 
ſare, he intends not this in honour to 
any. of us, but by way of a.common 
reproach to us all,as though we 4d not 
talk out of nature or things, but words 


and 
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and imagination. 1 could heartily have 
withed,Mr. S. would have cropt ſo much 
of the wiftory due to anothers learning 
and induſtry, as to have thewed me one 
propoſition in thoſe diſcourſes, w/c a. 
rational underſtanding, that would be 
true to zt ſelf,could not ſettle or rely co. 
Bur if ſuch infinuations as theſe mult 
paſs for anſwers,l mult nceds fay,l jadg 
M. SF. equally happy in conturing our 
rounds,and in demonſtrating his own; 
1n both which, his greateſt ftrengrh lies 
in the ſe/f-evidence of his bare afitrma- 
tions. But it ſeems heis willing to re- 
ſign the glory of this /2#0ry to the ju- 
arcious Author of Labyrinthus Cantua- 
rienſis, or to ſome others tor him ; and 
when they have once obtained it; I 
ſhall not envy them the honour of ir. 
And 1 ſuppoſe thoſe perſons, whoever 
they are, may be able by this rime, to 
tell Mr. S. it 1s an cafter matter to talk 
of Viffories than toger them. Burif 
they do no more in the whole, than 
Mr. $. hath done tor his ſhare, they 
will triumph no-where, but wherc they 
conquer, VS. in their own fancies and 
imaginations. "Therefore leaving them 
to their ſilent conqueſts, and as yer, un» 
A 13 heard- 
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heard-of Victories, we come t© My, FS. 
who ſo liberally preclaims his own in 
the point of oral tradition. WEzch 
(in a phraſe ſcarce heard of in our 
language before) # the Poſt, he tells 
us, he hath taken upon him to explicate 
further and defend.What the exphicating 
a Poſt means, I as little underſtand, as I 
do the force of his demonſtrations ; bur 
this, and many other ſuch uncouth 


| forms of ſpeech, up and down in his 


Book ( which make his {tyle ſo ſmoorh 
and calie), are I ſuppoſe intended for 
embelliſhments of our tongue, and as 
helps to ſure-ſpeakting, as his whole 
Book is defigned for fure-footing. 


Bur letting him enjoy the pleaſure 
and feliciry of his owa expretſtons, I 
come to conſider the matter in debate 
berween us. And his firſt controycrſie 
with mc, is, for oppoſing the infallibility 
of oral tragition, to dotFrinat infallibi- 
kity in Pope aud Councils. A contro- 
verlie fitter to be debated among them- 
ſelves, than between him and me: For 
is any thing more notorious, than thar 
znfallibihity is by the far greateſt part 
o; Romaniſts attributed to the preſent 
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Church,in teaching and delivering mart- 
rers of faith, not by virtue of any oral 
tradition, but the immediate aſliſtance 
of the Holy Ghoſt ; and that this is made 
by them the only ground of divine 
faith ? For which Mr. S. may if he 
pleaſe, conſult his judzcious Author of 
Labyrinthus Cantuarienſis, or any 0- 
ther of their preſent Writers, except 
Mr. White and himſelf. He need not 
therefore have been to ſeek for the 
meaning of this dodtrinal infallibility, 
as oppoled to traditionary, it he had 
not either been ignorant of the opinion 
of their own Writers, or notoriouſly 
diſſembled ir. For this infallibiliry 1s 
not attributed to the Rulers of the 
Church, meerly as Dotfors or Scholars, 
bur as the repreſentative Church, whoſe 
office it 1s.to deliver all matters of faith 
by way of an infallible teſtimony ro 
every age, and thereby to afford a ſut- 
ficient toundation for divine faith. Bur 
Mr. S. attributes no ſuch infallibiliry 
to the repreſentative Church, as teach- 
.ing the reſt, bur derives their infallibi- 
lity from ſuch grounds as are common 
to all parts of the eſſential Church. 
Wherein he apparently oppoſes himſelf 
r9 
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to the whole current of their own 
Authors, who refolve all taith into the 
immediate aſſiſtance of the Holy Ghoſt; 
withour which, they aflert, there could 
be no infallibility ar all in tradition, or 
any thing elſe ; and therefore theſe 
opinions are as oppoſite to each other 
as may be. For ſuch an infallibility 
is not attributed by them to the Teach- 
crs of the Church,meerly cz ſome ſignal 
occaſicns, as Mr. S. ſeems to ſuppoſe, 
when they are to explain new matters 
of faith ; bur it is made by them ro be 
as ncceſflary as believing it ſelf, becauſe 
thereby the' only ſurc foundation of 
jaith is laid ; and therctore it is very 
evident, they make it proper to the 
Church in all ages : Or clſe in ſome age 
ot rhe Church men were deſtitute of 
ſacithent grounds of faith. For they 
by no means think it a ſufficient foun- 
dation for faith, that one age of the 
Church could not conſpire to deceive 
another ; for this they will tell him, ar 
.. moſt, is but a humane faith ; but thar 
Chriſt by his promiſe hath aſſured the 
Church, that there thall never be want- 
 ingin it the infallible aſſiſtance of his 
Holy Spirit, whereby they ſhall _ 
a | bly 
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bly- teach and deliver all matters of 
faith. And if this be not gheir opinion, 
let them ſpeak to the contrary, which 
it they do, I am ſure they mult retract 
their moſt elaborate diſcourſes about 
the reſolution of faith, written by the 
greateſt Artiſts among them. Let 
Mr. S. then judg, who zt is that ſtum- 
bles at the Threſhold ; but of this dit- 
ference among them, more afterwards. 
By this it appears, it was not on any 
miſtake that I remained unſatisfied in 
the Queſtion I asked, Whether am TI 
bound to believewwhat the preſent Church 
del;wers to be infallible? Towhich Mr. 
S'. anſwers, I underſtand him not. My 
reply ſhall be only that of a great Law- 
vers ina like caſe, I cannot help that. 1 
am ſure my words arc intelligible e- 
nough;tor I take znfall;ble there as he 
takes it himſelf, for znfallibly true ; al- 
though I deny nor the word to be im- 
properly uſed in reference to things ; 
and that for the reaſon given by him, 


becauſe fallibility © infallibility belong y. 204; 


to the knowing power,or the perſons that 
have zt, and not to the objetF. But we 
| are often pur to the uſe of that word 
in a ſenſe we acknowledg improper, 
meerly 
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meerly in compliance with our Ad- 
verſaries , who otherwiſe are apt to 
charge us with having only uncertain- 
ties and probabilities tor our faith ; if 
we do nor ule the term znfall:ble as ap- 
plicd to the truth of the thing. Iam 
content therefore wherever, in what I 
have writ, he meets that term ſo appli- 
ed, that he take it only in his own ſenſe, 
for that which is certainly true ; for 1 
mean no more by it. And in this ſenfeMr. 
S. anſwers affirmatively, and gives this 
account of it,zot only becauſe ihe preſent 
Church cannot be deceived in what the 
Church of the former age believed,but be- 
cauſe the Church in no age could conſpire 
againſt her knowledg to decerve that 
age immediately following in matter of 
att, evident in a manner to the whole 
world. The Queſtion then is, whether 
this be a ſufficient account for me to 
believe that to be certainly rrue,or to be 
che doftrine of Chriſt and his Apoſtles, 
which the preſent Church delivers ? and 


. conſequently, whether the reſolution of 


faith be barely intooral tradition ? 


Thus we ſee the clear ſtate of the 
Queſtion between us. I come wy 4 
ore 
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fore to the vindication of thoſe things 
which I had objected againſt this way 
of reſolving faith into oral tradition. 
Three things 1 _— inſiſted on : 
1, That it 1s inconſiſtent with the pre» 
tenſions of the preſent Rowan Church. 
2. That irhath not been the way own» 
cdin all ages of the Chriſtian Church, 
3. That it is repugnant ro common 
ſenſe and experience , and that the 
Church of Rome hath apparently al- 
tered from what was the belief of for. 
mer ages. If theſe three be made good, 
there will be no cauſe to glory in this 
laſt invention, to ſupport the ſinking 
fabrick of that Church. Theſe three 
then I undertake to defend againſt 
what Mr.Serjeant hath objected againſt 
them. | 

7. Thatit is contrary to the pretenſi- 
ons of the preſent Roman Church. And 
if itbe ſo, there can be no reaſon for 
thoſe who are of ir, to rely upon it. For 
if ſo be that Church pretends, that the 
obligation to faith ariſes from a quite 
different ground from this ; how can 
they who belicye thar Church infalli- 
ble, venture their faith upon any other 
principle than what is publickly —_ 
| | of 
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by her? . And whoſoeyer thinks him- 
ſelf bound to believe by virtue of an 
infallible- aſſiſtance of .the preſent 
Church, doth thereby ſhew, thar. his 
obligation doth not depend upon whar 
was delivered by the former ages. of 
the. Church, As thoſe who believed 
the Apoſtles were infallible in their 
docrine, could nor reſolve their faith 
into the infallibiliry of oral tradition, 
but into that immediate aſſiſtance by 


which the Apoſtles ſpake ; and where 


there is a belief of a like aſliſtance, the 
foundarion of faith cannor ly in the 
indefectibility of tradition, bur in thar 
infallible Spirit which they ſuppoſe the 
Church to be aſſiſted by. For ſuppo- 
fing this oral tradition ſhould fail, and 
that men _ believe that it had 
actually failed; yer if the former ſuppo- 
ſition were true, there was ſufficient 
ground for faith remaining ſtill. And 
what aſſurance can any one have, that 
the preſent Church delivers nothing 
for matter of faith, but what hath been 
derived in every age from Chriſt and 
his Apoſtles, if ſuch an infallible Spi- 
rit be ſuppoſed in the preſent Church 
which was in the Apoſtles themſelves ? 


For 
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For on the fame reaſon that thoſe who 
heard the Apoſtles were not bound to 
trouble themſelves with the tradition 
of the former age; no more oughr 
they who believe the preſent Roman 
Church tro have the ſame. infallible 
aſſiſtance. They need not then en- 
quire, whether+ this age knew the 
meaning of the former, or whether 
one age could conſpire to deceive ano- 
ther, or whether notwithſtanding both 
theſe, errors might not come-into the 
Church ; it is ſufficient for them, that 
the definitions of the preſent Church 
are infallible in' all: matters. of ;faith. 
Therefore my demand was built - on 
very good reaſon ; How can you aſſnre 
me the preſent Church obliges me to be- 
tieve nothing but only what, and ſo far 
as tt received from the former Church ? 
And Mr. S's anſwer is far from being 
ſatisfactory, That this appears by her 
manifeſt prattice, never refuſing. com- 
munion to any man, that could approve 
himſelf to believe all the. former age 
.4;d. For this may be reſolyed into a 
-principle far different from this, which 
-1$ the belief of .the infallibility of the 
. preſent Church. | For ſuppoſing, that 

they 
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they are not bound to enquire them- 
ſelves into the reaſons why the traditi- 
oncould nor fail in any age ; it is ſuffi- 
ent for them to believe the Church 
infallible ; and if it be ſo, in propoſing 
marrers of faith, it muſt be ſo in decla- 
ring what the belief of the former age 
was. Bur my demands go on, What 
evidence can you bring to convince me 
both that the Church akvays obſerved 
this rule,and could never be decerved itt 
it ? Which queſtion is built on theſe 
two Principtes which the infallibility 
of oral rradirion ſtands on: 1. That 
the Church muſt always go upon 
this ground. 2. Thar if it did ſo, it is 
impoſſible the ſhould be deceived. Both 
which are ſo far from that ſe/f-evidente 
which M. Serjeant till pretends to in 
this way, that the 7eſuzts principles 
feem much more rational and con- 
fiſtent, than» theſe do. For granting 
them bur that one- Poſtulatum, that 
there muſt be arr inherent infallibility 
in the teſtimony of the preſent Church, 
to afford fufficient foundation for di- 
vine faith, all the reſt of their dodrine 
follows naturally from it. Whereas 
this new way of refolving faith is built 

off 
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en ſuch ſuppoſitions,which no man well 
in his wits will be ready to grant. For 
unleſs it be ſe/f-evident that the Church 
did always procecd on this ground, 
it cannot be ſe/f-ev;dent thar oral rra- 
dition is: infallible ; becauſe the ſe/f- 
evidence of this principle depends on 
this, that in all ages of the Church,the 
only rule and meaſure of faith, was 
what was delivered by oral tradition 
from the age foregoing. Now if it be 
poflible, that matters of faitk might be 
conveyed in ways _ different from 
this, what ſe/f-evidence can there be, 
that the Church much always proceed 
upon this ? Mr. S. then, muſt demon- 
ſtrate it impoſlible for matters'of faith 
to be conveyed to p_ in any 
other way than oral tradition ; and 
not only that the thing is impoſlible, 
but that the Church in all ages judged 
it to be ſo; or elſe he can never make it 
at all evident, that the Church always 
made this her rule of faith. Bur if et 
ther there may be a certain convey» 
ance of the doctrine of faith another 
way, viz. by writing, or that the 
Church might judg that way more 
certain, whether it were ſo or nor, ei- 


be 
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ther way it will appear far enough from 
ſetf-evidence, that the always judged 
ot doctrines of faith, meerly by the 
tradition of the preceding/age.” Ft ano- 
ther way be "___ poliible, there: 
mult be clear demonſtration, that rhe 
Church notwithſtanding. this, did ne-- 
ver make ule of it; fot if it did make: 
uſe of another way of reſolving faith 
in any age of -the Church, then 1h that 
age of the Chutch oral tradition was 
not looked on as the ground of faith ;; 
and if fo, notwithſtanding whatever 
Mr. FS. can demonſtrate to the con- 
trary , that age might haye bclieved 
otherwiſe than the inimediately precc- 
ding did. For let us but ſuppoſe, that 
all neceſſary doftrines of. faith were 
bertimes recorded in the : Church, in 
Books univerſally received by the 
Chriſtians of the firſt ages; is it not 
poſſible, that age which firſt embraced 
theſe Books, might deliver them to 
poſterity as the rule of their faith, 
and ſo downtrom one age to another z 
and doth it not hence follow, that the 
rule of faith is quite different from a 
meer oral tradition ? Let Mr, S, then 
either thew it impoſſible, that the do» 
9205 Etrines 
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Qrinhes of faith ſhould be writtcn ; cr 
that being written, they thould be uni- 
yerfally received ; or that being uni- 
verſally received in one age, they 
ſhould nor be delivered to the nexr ; 
or being delivered to the next, thoſe 
Books ould not be looked on as con- 
taining the rule of faith in them ; or 
though they were ſo, yer,thar {lill cral 
tradition was Wholly relied on as the 
rule of faith;and then I thall ircely grant 
that Mr. S. hath attempted ſfomerhing 
towards the proof of this new hypothe- 
ſis. Bur as things now ſtand, it 5s ſo fat 
from being ſe/f-evident,that the Church 
hath always gone upon this principle, 
that we find it looked on as a great 
novelty among them in their own 
Church ; and it would be a rare thing, 
for a new invention to have been the 
ſenſe of the Church in all ages ; which 
if it hath been, the ſtrength of it 3s 
thereby taken away. 


Bur let us ſuppoſe that the Church 
did proceed upon this principle, that 


nothing was to be embraced, but what 


was derived by tradition from the A- * 


þoſt tes ; how doth it thence follow, thar 
B nothing; 
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nothing could ' be admitted into the 
Church but what was really ſo derived 
from them? No we not ſce in the 
world at this day, that among thoſe 
who own this principle, comradictry 
propoſitions arc believed ; and bot 

ſides tell us, it is on this account, be- 
cauſe their doctrine was delivered by 
the Apoſtles?doih not the Greek Church 
profeis to believe on the account of 
tradition from the Apoſiles as well as 
the Latin ? If that tradition failed in 
the Greek Church,which was preſerved 
in the Latin, either Mr. S$'. muſt in- 
ſtance on his own principles in that 
age which conſpired ro deceive. the 
next, or.he muſt acknowledg, that 
while men own tradition they may be 
deceived in- what the foregoing age 
taught them ; and conſequently thoſe 
things may be admitted as doctrines 
coming from the Apoſtles which were 
not ſo, and ſome which did may be 
loſt, and yet the pretence of tradition 
remain {till What ſe/-ev;zdence then 
can there be in this principle, when 
two parts of the Church may both 
- own it, and yet believe contradictions 
on the account of it? Itis then worth 
OUF 
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our enquiring,what ſe/f-evzdence this is 
which Mr. S. ſpeaks ſo much of, which 
is neither more nor lcſs, but that men 


in all ages had eyes, ears, and other P- 295: 


ſenſes, allo common reaſon, and as muth 
memory as to remember their own names 
and frequently inculcated attions.Which 
is ſo very reaſonable a poſtulatum, that 
I ſuppoſe none who enjoy any of theſe 
will | vos it. Let us therefore ſee how 
he proceeds upon it. If you diſprove 
this, I doubt we have loſt mankind, the 
ſnbjeft we ſpeak of ; and till you diſprove 
zt,neither 1, nor any man in his wits can 
doubt that this rule depending on teſlity- 
ing,that is,[enſe or experience,can poſſibly 

ermit men to be decervable. Big words 
indeed;but ſuch as evidence that all men 
who are in their wits do not conſtantly 
uſe them. For I pray Sir, what doth 
Mr, S. think of the Greek Church? Had 
not thoſe in it eyes, cars, and other ſcn- 
ſes, as well as in the Latin? Do not they 
pretend and appeal to what they rc- 
ceived from their Fore-fathers as well 
as the Latins ? It ſeems then a decepti- 
on is poſlible in the caſe of reſtitying, 
and therefore this doth more than per- 
mit men tobe deceivable ; for here hath 
B 2 been 
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been an actual deception on one fide 
or other, Butwe need not fear /o/ing 
mankind in this; tor the poſſibility of 
crror ſuppoſeth mankind to continue 
ſtill; and if we take away that, we may 
ſooner loſe it than by the contra- 
ry. But what repugnancy can we 
imagine to humane nature, that men 
ſuppoſing doQtrines of faith to come 
down from Chr:ft or his Apoſtles ſhould 
yet miſtake in judging what thoſe do- 
Etrinesare ? Had not men eyes, and 
ears, and common ſenfe in Chriſt and 
the Apoſtles times? And yet we ſec even 
then the doctrine of Chr:ſf was miſta- 
ken; and is it ſuch a wonder it ſhould 
be in ſucceeding ages ? Did not the 
Nagarenes miſtake in point of circum- 
ciſion, the Cor:mthians as to the refur- 
reMton, and yer the mean time agree in 
this, that Chrzſis doctrine was the rule 
of faith, or that they ought to believe 
nothing but what came from him ? Did 
not the Diſciples themſelves err, even 
while they were with Chriſt, and cer- 
tatnly had eyes, and ears, and common 
fenſe as other men have,concerning ſome 
great articles of Chriſtian faith, w. 
Chriſts paſſion, reſurretFion, and the na- 
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ture of his Kingdom? It then ſuch who 
had the greateſt opportunities imagina- 
ble, and the higheft apprehenſions of 
Chriſt, might ſo caſily miſtake in points 
of ſuch moment, what ground have we to 
belicye,that ſucceeding ages ſhould nor 
be liable to ſuch miſapprehenſions ? 
And it was not meerly the want of 
clear divine revelation which was the 
cauſe of their miſtakes ; for theſe 
things were plain enough to perſons 
not poſſeſſed with prejudices ; bur 
thoſe were ſo ſtrong as to make them 
apprehend things quite another way 
than they ought to do. Soir was then, 
and ſo it was in ſucceeding ages ; for 
let Parents teach what they pleaſed 
for matters of faith, yet prejudice and 
liableneſs to miſtake in Children, 
might eaſily make them miſapprehend 
cither the nature or weight of the do- 
Atrines delivered to them. So that 
ſetting aſide a certain way of record- 
ing the matters of faith in the Books of 
Scripture, and theſe preſerved entire in 
every age, it is an'caſie matter to con- 
ceive,how in a ſhort time Chriſt;an Re- 
Hgion would have been corrupted as 
much as cycr any Su in the —_ 
3 or 
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For when we conſider how much not- 
withſtanding Scr:zprure, the pride, pal- 
ſion, and intereſts of men have _ 
voured to deface Chr:ft;an Religion in 
the world, what would not theſe have 
done, it there has been no ſuch certain 
rule to judg of ir by ? Mr. S. imagins 
himſelf ;z» repub.Platonts,bur it appears 
he. is ſtill :» face Romul; ; he tancics 
there never were, nor could be any 
differences among Chr;iſt;zans, and that 
all Chriftzans made it their whole buſi- 
neſs to teach their poſterity matters of 
faith, and that they minded nothing 
in the world but the imprinting that 
on their minds that they might have it 
ready for their Children ; and that all 
Parents had equal skill and fidelity 
in delivering matters of Re/igzon to 
their poſterity. Whereas in trurh, we 
find in the early ages of the Chr:ſtzan 
Church ſeyeral dificrences about matters 
of faith, and theſe differences con- 
tinued to poſterity, bur all parties ſtill 

leading that their doftrine came from 
the Apoſtles; & it fell out unhappily for 
Mr. S. that thoſe were commonly moſt 
grofly - deceived- who pretended the 
moſt to oral tradition from the yes 
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ſtill we find the grand debate was, what 
came from the Apoſtles,and what not ? 
whereas had tradition been ſo infalli- 
ble a way of conveying, how could 
this ever have come into debate among 
them ? What, did not they know 
what their Farents taughr them ? It 
ſeems they did not, or their Parents 
were no more agrecd than themſelves ; 
for their differences -could never be 
ended this way. Attcrwards came in 
for many ages ſuch a ſucceſſion of ig- 
norance and barbariſm, that Chr:ſt;an 
Religion was little minded either by 
Parents or Ch:/aren,as it ought to have 
been; inſtead of thar, ſome fopperies 
and ſuperſtitions were hugely in re- 
queſt, and the men who fomentecd theſe 
things were cried up as great Saints 
and workers of miracles. So that the 
miracles of S. Francis and S. Dominick 
were as much, it not more carefully 
conveyed from Parents to Children in 
that age, than thoſe of Chriſt and his 
Apoſtles ; and on this account _ 
ry muſt be equally bound to believe 
them, and have their perſons in equal 
veneration. It men ar laſt were grown 
wiſer, it was becauſe they did not be- 
B 4 lieve 
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lieve Mr. J's principles, that they 
ought 10 receive what was delivered 
by their Parents ; but they began to 
{carch and enquire into the writings 
of former ages, and to examine the 
opinions and practices of the preſent, 
with thoſe ot the primitive Church, 
and by this means there came a reſtau- 
ration of Learnng and Rel;gzou toge- 
thcr, 


But though matters of fact be plain 
2nd cyident in this caſe, yer M. S. will 
prove it impoilible there ſhould any 
crrers come into the Chr:ſt;an Church ; 
and his main argument 1s this, becauſe 
7:0 age of the Church could conſpire a: 
& 7:3: her knowleds to decerve that age 
ref ately following an matter of fatf, 
eUraint it 2 manner tothe whole world, 
But betore I come, more particularly, 
to thew the weakneſs ot this argu- 
mcnt, by manifeſting how errors 
might come into the Chyrch without 
tach a conſpiracy as this is, I ſhall pro- 
pound ſome Queries tohim, 1, What 
agc of the Church he will inſtance in, 
wherein all perſons who were not caſt 
pur of the Church, had the ſame appre- 
henſions 
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kenſions concerning all points of faith 
z. e. that none among them did believe 
more things delivered by Chriſt or the 
Apoſtles than others did. Iam ſure he 
can neither inſtance in the age of the 
Apoſtles themſelves, nor in thoſe imme- 
diately ſucceeding them ; unlcſs Mr. S. 
the better ro defend his hypotheſes, will 
queſtion all written records, becauſe 
they conſiſt of dead Jetters, and un- 
ſenc't charatters, and word:ſh teſtimo- 
#;zes. Never conſidering, that while 
he utters this, he writes himſelf ; un- 
leſs he imagins there is more of /fe, 
ſenſe, and certainty in his Books,than in 
the Scriptures or any other writing 
whatſoever. 2, Where there were 
different apprehenſions in one age of 
the Church, whether there muſt not 
 bedifferent traditions in the next? For 
as he looks on all Parents as bound to 
teach their Children, ſo on Children as 
bound to believe what their Parents 
teach them. On which ſuppoſition 
different traditions in the ſucceeding 
age muſt needs follow, different ap- 
prehenſions in the precedent. 3. Whe- 
ther perſons agreeing in the ſubſtance 
of docrines may not differ in their 


ap- 
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apprehenſions of the neceſſity of 


them ? As for inſtance, all may agree 
in the article of Chriſts deſcent into 
Hell, bur yet may differ in the ex- 
plication of it, and in the appre- 
henfion of the neceſſity of it in or- 
der to ſalvation. So that we muſt 
not only in tradition about mat- 
ters of faith enquire, what was deli- 
vered, but under what notion it was 
delivered ; whether as an allowable 
opinion, or a neccflary point of faith. 
Bur if ſevcral perſons, nay multitudes 
in the Church may have different not 
ons as to the neceſſity of the ſame 
points, by what means ſhall we diſcern 
whar was delivered as an opinion in 
the Church, and what as an article of 
tairh ? Bur Mr. S. throughout his dif- 
courſe takes it for granted, that there 
is the ſame neceſſity of belicving and 
delivering all things which concern 
the Chriſtian dodtrine ; and {till ſup- 
poſes the ſame ſacreaneſs, concern, ne- 
ceſſity, in delivering all the points in 
controverſic between the Romaniſts 
and Us, as there was in thoſe main ar- 
ticles of faith, which they and we are 
agreed in. Which is ſo — a 

up- 
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ſuppoſition, that it is hard to conceive 
it ſhould ever enter into the head 
of a perſon pretending to reaſon ; bur 
as extravagant as it is, it iS that with- 
out which his whole fabrick falls 
ro the ground. For ſuppoſe we 
ſhould grant him, that the inf 
nite concerns which depend on the 
belief of the Chr:/tzan dottrine ſhould 
be of ſo prevalent nature with the 
world, thar it is impoſiible ro conceive 
any one age ſhould neglect the know- 
ing them, or conſpire to deceive the 
next age about them ; yer whar is all 
this ro the matters in difference be- 
tween us ? Will Mr. $. prove the ſame 
ſacredneſs, neceſſity, concern, and mira- 
culouſly atteſtedneſs (as he phraſes it) 
in the Invocation of Saints, | es 
Tranſubſtantiation,Supremacy,&c. as 1n 
the believing the death and reſurre- 
Aion of the Son of God. It he doth 
not prove this, he doth nothing ; for 
his arguments may hold for doctrines 
indeed nnjverfally neceſſary,but for no 
other. Therefore Mr. $. hath a new 
task which he thought not of ; which 
iS, to manifeſt that theſe could nor be 


looked on as opinzons, but were em- 
| braced 
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braced as meceſſary articles of faith. 
lor unleſs he proves them ſuch, he can 
neither proyc any obligation in Parents 
to tcach them their Chi/dren, nor in 
Children to believe what their Parents 
taught, but only to hold them in the 
ſame degree which they did themſelves. 
When Mr, S. will undertake to prove, 
that the whole Church, from the time 
of Chriſt, did agree in the points in 
dificrence between us, as neceſlary 
articles of faith, I may more calily be- 
lieve, that no age could be ignorant of 
tiicm, or offer to deceive the next about 
them. Bur when Mr. SJ. refieas on his 
frequent concellion, that there are pri- 
Tate oj111701s in the Church , diſtin 
from mm:1tters of faith, he muſt remem- 
ber, betore he can bring home his 
grounds to the caſe berween their 
Chirch and ours, that he muſt prove 
none of the things in debate, were 
evc: cntertained as private opimons , 
and that it is impoſſible for that 
which was a private opinion in one 
age, to become a matter of faith in 
the ncxr. 


Bur becauſe this diſtintion of his 
ruins 
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ruins his whole demonſtration, IT hall 
firſt propound it-in his own terms, and 
then ſhew how from thence ir follows, 
that errors may come into the Circ, 
and be entertained as matters of faith, 
His words are, 1t being evident that we 
have but two ways of ordinary Knows 
ledge, by atts of our ER or operations 
on our body, that is,by reaſon and e: pe- 
rience; the former of which belongs to 
Speculators or Dottors the ſecond to De- 
krverers of what was recerved, or Teſt;- 
fers. And this diſtintion he'frequent- 
ly admits, not only in the preſent age 
of the Church, but in any; for the 
ſame reaſon will hold in all. From 
hence I propoſe ſeveral Querzes further 
to Mr. $ 1. It every one in the Church 
looked on himſelf as bound to believe 
juft as the precedent age did, whence 
came any to have particular opinions 
of their own? For either the Church 
had delivered her ſenſe in that cafe or 
not; if not, then tradition is no cer- 
tain conveyer of the dot7rine of Chriſt ; 
if ſhe had, then thoſe who vented pri- 
yate ſpeculations were FHeret:cks in fo 
doing ; becauſe they oppoſed that do- 


Ctrine which the Church received from 
Chrift 
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that private ſpeculations are in ſuch 
caſes where there is no matter of faith 
at all,he can never be able to help him- 
ſelf by that diſtinction in the caſe of his 
own Church ; for T demand, whether is 
it a matter of faith, that men ought to 
believe oral tradition infallible ? It 
not, how can men ground their faith 
upon it ?. It it be, then either ſome are 
meer ſpeculators in matters of faith ; 
or all who believe on the account of 
the PopesFnfallibility are Hereticks for 
ſo doing. 2. If there were ſpeculators 
in former ages as well as this, whether 
did thoſe men believe their own ſpecu- 
lations or no ? If nor, then the Fathers 
were great Impoſtors, who vented thoſe 
__— in the Church which they 

id not believe themſelves. And it is 
plain, Mr. SJ. ſpeaks of ſuch opinions 
Which the aſlerters of, do firmly be- 
lieve to be true : And if they did, then 
they look on themſelves as bound to 
believe ſomething which was not 
founded on the tradition of the Church; 
and conſequently,did not own oral tra- 
aition, as the rule of fiith. So that as 


many ſpeculators as we find in theChurh, 
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ſo many teſtifiers we have againſt the 
infallibility ot oral tradition. 3. Whe- 
ther thoſe perſons who did themſclyes 
believe thoſe opinions to be true, did 
not think themſelves obliged to tell 
others they ought to believe them; and 
conſequently,ro deliver theſc as matters 
of faith to their children ? Let Mr. CS. 
ſhew me any inconſequence in this ; but 
that it unavoidably follows upon his 
principles, that they were bound to 
teach their Children what themſelves 
received as the doctrine of Chriſt ; and 
that the obligation is in all reſpecs 
equal as it they had believed theſe 
things on the account of oral trad:tion. 
4. It Children be obliged to believe 
what their Parents teach them for mar- 
rers of faith, then jupon Mr. S's, own 
conceſſions, is not poſteriry bound to 
believe ſomething which originally 
came not from Chr:ſt or his Apoſtles % 
For it appears in this caſe, that the 
firſt riſe was from a private opinion 
of ſome Dottors of the Church;but they 
believing thefe opinions themſelves, 
think themſclves. obliged to propagate 
them to others ; and by reaſon of their 
learning and authority, theſe opinions 
may 
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may by degrees gain a general accep- 
rance in the ruling part of the Church ; 
and all who believe them true, think 
they ought to teach them their Chz/- 
dren; and Children they are to believe 
what their Parents teach them. Thus 
from Mr. S's own principles,things that 
_ neyer were delivered by Chr:ſt or his 
Apoſtles, may come to be received as 
matters of faith in the preſent Church. 
Thus the intelligent Reader needs no 
bodies help but Mr. S. to let him un- 
derſtand how Invocation of Saints Pur- 
gatory, Tranſubſtantiation, &c. though 
never delivered either by Chrz/t or his 
Apoſtles, may yet now be looked on 
as articles of faith, and yet no age of 
the Church conſpire to deceive ano- 
ther. Either then Mr. S. mult ſay, 
there never were any private opina- 
tors or ſpeculators in the Church as di- 
ſtint from 7eſt;fiers, and then he un- 
avoidably contradicts himſelf ; or he 
muſt deny that poſterity is bound to 
believe what their fore-fathers deli- 
vered them as matters of faith ; which 
deſtroys the force of his whole de- 
monſtration. Perhaps he will an- 
{wer, that Children are not bound to be- 
lieve 
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keve what barely their Parents,or any 
_ other number of perſons might deliver 
as matters of faith,but what the whole 
Church of every age delivers. This, 
though the only rhing ro be ſaid in 
the caſe, yet is moſt unreaſonable, be- 
cauſe it runs men upon incxtricable dit- 
ficulties in the way of their reſolving 
faith. For ſuppoſe* any Children 
taught by their Parents what they are 
to believe ; Mr. $. mult ſay; they are 
not bound to believe them preſently; 
but ro enquire - whether they agree 
with the whole Church of that age 
firſt, before they can be obliged to af- 
ſent. Which being an impotlible task 
either for Children, or men .of age; 
to find out in the way of oral tradi 
tion , this way of reſolving faith, 
doth bur offer a fairer prerence for 
infidelity. For we ſee; how impoſli- 
ble it is for Mr. F. to make it appear, 
that their Church is agreed about the 
rule of faith ; fer by his own confeſſion, 
the far greater number as ſpeculators 
oppole the =_ aſſerted by him ; how 
much more difficult then mult it needs 
be, to find out what the ſenſe of the 
whole eſſential Church is in all matters 
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which Parents may teach their Chil- 
dren for doctrines of faith ? So thar if 
Children are not bound to believe 
what their Parents teach them, rill 
they know they teach nothing but 
what the whole Church teaches, it is 
the moſt compendious way to teach 
them they are not bound to believe ar 
all. Bur if this diſtin&tion be admit- 
ted, as Mr. S. makes much uſe of it, 
then ir appears, how errors may come 
into the Church at firſt under the norti- 
on of ſpecu/ations,and by degrees to be 
delivered as points of faith, by which 
means thoſe rhings may be received 
in the Church, for ſuch,which were nc- 
ver delivered by Chriſt or his Apoſtles, 
and yet no age conſpire to deceive the 
next,which was the-thing to be ſhewed, 


This is one way of ſhewing how 
errors may come into the Church, 


. without one ages conſpiring to deceive 


the acxt; but beſides this, there are 
ſeveral others I might inſiſt upon ; 
bur I ſhall mention only two more: 
I. mgrening the ſence of Scrrp- 
ture. 2. Suppoling it in the power of 
ſome part of the Church to oblige the 

6 whole 
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Whole in matters of faith. For the 
firſt we are to conſider, that no imagi- 
nable account can be gzver: either of 
the writing or univerſal reception of 
the Books of the New Teſtament,if they 
were not deſigned for the preſerya- 
tion of the doctrine of Chriſt, And 
although irſhould be granted poſſible 
for the main and fundamental articles 
of Chriſtian faith (ſuch as the Apoſtles 
Creed gives a —— account of ) 
to have been preſerved by the help of 
tradition ; yet, unleſs we be extream- 
ly ungratftul, we cannot but ac- 
knowledg, that God hath infinitely 
better provided for us, in not leaving 
the grounds of our Re/zg:0z to the 
meer <&xeath of the people, or the care 
of Mothers inſtructing their Ch:/dren 
but hath given us the certain records 
of all the doctrines and morives of faith, 
preſerved inviolably from the firſt ages 
of the Church. And when the Church 
faw with what care God had provided 
for the means of faith, oral iradztion 
was little minded ; thence the memory 
of thoſe other things nor recorded in 
Scripture is wholly loſt ; all the care 
was imployed in ſearching, —_— 
2 an 
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and dclivering theſe ſuzcred Books to 
poſterity. To theſe the primitive 
Church {till appeals ; theſe they plead 
for againſt all adverſaries, detending, 
their authoriry, explaining their fenſe, 
vindicating them from all corruptions. 
Tradition they rely not on, any fur- 
ther than as a teſtimony of the truth 
of theſe records, or to clear the ſenſe 
of them from the perverſe interpre- 
tation of thoſe Heretzc&s who pretend- 
ed another kind of tradition than 
what was in Jcrzpture. And when theſe 
were ſilenced, all the diſputes that 
aroſe inthe Church concerning matters 
of faith, was about the ſcnſe of theſe 
Books ; as is evident by the Jory 
ings in the caſe of Arins and Telagzns. 
Wherein tradition was only uſed as 
a means to clear the ſcnſe of the Scrp- 
tures, but not ar all as that which the 
faith of all was to be reſolved into. 
But when any thing was pleaded from 
tradition, for which there was no 
ground in Scripture, it was rejected 
with the ſame caſe it was offered ; and 
ſuch perſons were plainly told, this 
was not the Churches way ; it they had 
plain Scripture, with the concurrent 


ſenſe 
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fenſe of Antiquity,they might produce 
it, and rely upon it. So thar the whole 
uſe of zrad;tzon in the primitive 
Church (beſides atteſting the Books) 
was, to ſhew the unreaſonableneſs of 
impoſing ſenſes on Screprire, againſt 
the univerſal ſenſe of the Church trom 
the Apoſtles times. But as long as men 
were men, it was not avoidable, but 
they muſt fall into different apprehen- 
ſions of the meaning of the Screprure, 
according to their different judg- 
ments, prejudices, learning, and educa- 
tion. And ſince they had all this ap- 


prehenſion, that the Scripture contain- 


ed all doqrines of faith, thence as 
men judged of the ſenſe of it, they 
differed in, their apprehenſion, con- 
cerning matters of fairh, And thence 
errors and miſtakes might eaſily come 
into the Church, without one age 
conſpiring to deceive the next. Nay, 
if it be poſſible for men tro rely XF 
tradition without Scrzprure, this may 


caſily be done; for by that means they 


make a new rule ot faith, not known 


ro the primitive Church, and confe- * 


quently, that very aſſertion is an crror 
in which rhe former age did: not con- 
C 3 ſpire 
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ſpire to deceive the next. And if theſe 

hides be poſſible, M. S's. demonſtra- 

tion fails him ; for hereby a reaſon- 

able account is given, how errors may 

come into'a Church without one age 

conſpiring to deceive another. Again, 

let me enquire of Mr. S. whether men 

may not believe it in the power of the 

ruling part of the Church, to oblige the 
whole to an aſſent to the definitions of 

it ? To ſpeak plainer, is it not poſlible 
for men to believe the Pope.and Councit 

infallible in their decrees 2 And I hope 

the Jeſuits (as little as Mr. S. loves 

them, or they him) may be a ſufficient 
evidence of more than the bare poſlt- 

bility of this. If they may believe 

this, doth it not neceſſarily follow, that 
they are bound to believe whatever 
they declare to be matter of faith? Sup- 
i then, that Tranſubſtantiation,Su- 
premacy Invocation of Saints, were but 
PMvate opinions before, but are. now de- 
fined by Pope and Council, theſe men 
6annot but look on themſelves as much 
obliged to believe them, as it they 
had been delivered as matters of faith, 
in every age ſince the Apoſtles times. 
Is it now repugnant to common ns 
at 
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that this opinion ſhould be believed or 
pu SIE in the Church? if nor, 
why may not this opinion be generally 
received ? if it be ſo, doth it not una- 
voidably tollow, that the faith of men 
muſt alter according to - the Churches 
definitions ? And thus private opini- 
075 may be believed as articles of faith, 
and corrupt prattices be ctabliſhed as 
taudable pieces of devotion, and yet ng 
one age of the Church conſpire to de- 
ceive another. Thus I hope Mr. 
may ſee how far it is from being a ſe//- 
evident principle, that mo error can 
come into the Church, unleſs one age 
conſpire to deceive the next im a matter 
of fatt,euvident in a manner tothe whole 
world. Which is fo wild an apprehen- 
ſion, thar I believe the Jeſuits cannot 
entertain themſelves withour ſmiles, ro 
ſee their domeſtick adverſaries expoſe 
themſelves to contempt with ſo much 
confidence. 


Thus I come to the reaſonT gave, 
why there is no reaſon to believe that 
this is the preſent ſenſe of the Roman 
Church. My words are, For T ſee the 
Roman Church aſſerts, that things may 
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be de fide 7 one age, which were not int 
another;at leaſt Topes and Councils chats 
lenge this; and this is the common do- 
Ffrime maintained there, and others are 
Jooked on as no members of their Church 
who aſſert the contrary ; but as perſons 
at leaſt meritorioufly, if not attually 
excommunicate. | _ f: ſhall 'k 
atisfie my ſelf, what the ſenſe of your 

Poke FA aA thu ka Muf 
T beheve a very few perſons, whom the 
reſt diſozwn as heretical and ſeditions ? 
or ought I not rather to take the judg- 
ment of the greateſt and moſt approved 
perſons of that Church ? And theſe diſ- 
own any ſuch dottrine ; but aſſert, that 
the Church may determine things de fi- 
de,which were not before. In anſwer to 
this Mr. $. begs leave to diſtinguiſh the 
words de fide, which may ju Jn mean 
Chriſtian faith,or points of faith taught 
by Chriſt; and then he grants, "tis non- 
ſenſe to ſay, they can be in one age, and 
ot in another. Oy de fide may mean 
obligatory to be believed. In this latter 
fro none I think ( ſaith he ) denzes 
things may be de fide in one age and not 
in another ; in the former ſenſe none 
bolds jt. Upon which yery trium- 
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phantly he concludes, What's now be- 
come of your difficulty ?. 1 beheve you 
are in ſome wonderment, and think I 
elude it rather then anſwer it ; I ſhall 
endeavour to unperplex you. I muſt 
confeſs it a faulr-of humane nature, ro 
admire things which men underſtand 
not; on Which account I cannot free 
my ſelf from ſome temptation to that 
he calls wonderment ; but I am pre- 
ſently cured of it, when I endeavour tg 
reduce his diſtinCtion to. reaſon. For 
inſtead of explaining his terms, he 
ſhould have ſhewed how any thing can 
be obligatory ro he belicyed in any 
age of the Church, which was no point 
of faith taught by Chriſf, which not- 
withſtanding his endeavour to unper- 
plex me, is a thing as yet I apprehend 
not ; becauſe I underſtand no obliga- 
tion to faith ro ariſe from any thing 
but d:vime revelation ; and I do not 
+ belieye any thing in Chriſtzan do- 
f7rive to be divinely reycaled, but what 
was delivered by Chriſt or his Apoſtles. 
And my wonderment muſt needs be the 

eater; becauſe I ſuppoſe this, incon- 
nhſtent with Mr. S's. principles. For 
pral tradition doth neceſſarily imply, 
_ 
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that all points of fazth were firſt 
raught by Chriſt, and conveyed by tra- 
dition to us ; but if a thing may bc 
de fide in this latter ſenſe, which was 
not before, what becomes of reſolving 
_ faith wholly into orat tradition? For 
aith is reſolved into that from whence 

the obligation to believe comes ; but 
here Mr. $. confeſſes, that the obliga- 
rion to believe doth ariſe from ſome- 
thing quite different from oral trad;ti- 
07: ; and therefore faith muſt be reſol- 
ved into it. Beſides, all the ſenſe I can 
find in that diſtin&ion, is, that men are 
bound to believe ſomething in one 
age, which they were.not in another ; 
and if fo, I ſhall defire Mr. S. to -1#- 
perplex me in this, how. every age is 
bound' to belicve juſt as the precedent 
did, and yct one age be bound' to be- 
lieve more than the precedent. But 
howeyct, I am much, obliged ro him 
for his endeavour to unperplex me as he 
{peaks ; for rcally I. look on no civi- 
lities ro be greater than. thoſe which 
are deſigned for clearing our under- 
ſtandings ; ſo picat an adorer am I of 
true reaſon and an. intelligible Religt 
on. And therdfore_ I pertetly agree 
with 
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aims not to make us beaſts,but more per- 
fettly men ; and.the perfettion of our 
manhood conſiſts 1n the uſe of our reaſons, 
From whence he infers, that it is rea- 
ſonable, conſequences ſhould. be drawn 
from principles of faith, whzch, he faith, 
are of two ſorts ; firſt ſuch as need no 
more but common ſenſe to deduce then ; 
the others are ſuch as yr or — 
of ſome ſcience. got by [pecufation to 
WH rfl : po. gh. Theological 
concluſions : The former ſort, he tcll us, 
the Church is neceſſitated to make uſe of 
upon occaſion, i. e. when any Heretick 
queſtions thoſe, and cadem opera, the 
whole point of faith it ſelf;of which the 

were a part ; as in the caſe of the 
Monothelites, about Chriſls having 
two wills, But all this while, I am 
far enough from being. unperplexed ; 
nay by this diſcourſe, I ſee every one 
who offers to uzperplex another, is not 
mt Ear himfelft. For ſince he makes 
no Theological concluſcons to be de fide, 
bur only ſuch conſequences as common 


ſJence draws, I, would willingly un- 


derſtand how common ſence receives a 
new obligation to faith. For to my 
X ap- 


with him in hisſaying,chat Chriſtianity p- 296. 
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apprehenſion the deducing of conſe- 
uences from principles by common 
fe is not an act of believing, bur 
of knowledg conſequent upon a prin- 
ciple of faith. And the meaning 1s no 
more than this, that men, when they 
fay they believe things, ſhould not 
contradict themſclves,as certainly the 
would do, if they deny thoſe conſe- 
quences Which common ſenſe draws from 
them. As in the caſe of the Monothe- 
lites, for men to aſſert that Chriſt had 
iwo natures, and yer not two wills ; 
when the w2// is nothing elſe but the 
inclination of the ature to that good 
which belongs to it.So that there can'be 
no diftin&t obligation ro believe fuch 
conſequences as are drawn by common 
ſenſe ; but every one that belicves the 
princeples from whence they are drawn, 
1s thereby bound to belieye all the 
conſequences which immediately fol- 
low from them. Indeed the Church,when' 
people will be ſo unreaſonable to de- 
ny ſuch things, may explain her ſenſe 
of the article of faith in thoſe terms 
which may beſt prevent, diſpute ; bur 
this is only to diſcriminate oh perſons 
who truly bclicve this article, _ 
LUC 
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fuch as do not. Nor that any new 
obligation to faith reſulrs from this 
act of the Church ; bur the better to 
prevent cavils, ſhe explains her ſenſe 
of the article itſelf in more explicite 
rerms. Which, as be faith, zs only to 
put the faith out of danger of being 
equrvocated, Which is quite another 
thing from cauſing a new. obligation 
to believe. As ſuppoſe the Church, to 
prevent the growth of the Socinan 
doftrine, ſhould require from men the 
declaring their belief of the eternal 
exiſlence of the Sonu of God;. Would 
this be to bind men ro believe ſome 
thing which they were not bound to 
before ? No, but only to expreſs their 
aſſent ro the Dezty of Chriſt in the 
ſimpleſt terms; becauſe otherwiſe 
they might call him God by office, and 
not by nature, Now how can any one 
conceive, that any ſhould be firſt ob- 
liged to believe,that Chriſt is God, and 
yet receive a new obligation after- 
wards to believe his eternal exiſtence? 
Thus iris in all zzzmediate conſequences 
drawn by common ſenſe ; in all which, 
the primary obligation to believe the 
thing it ſelf, extends to rhe belief of 
it 
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it in the moſt clear and leaſt controvert- 
ed terms, Which are not intended ro 
impoſe on mens faith, but to promote 
the Churches peace. For neither 'is 
there a new object of faith ; for how 
can that be, which common ſenſe 
draws from what is believed already ? 
neither is there any 7nfall;ble propo- 
went, unleſs commonſenſe hath uſurp- 
ed the Popes prerogative. But Mr. &. 
offers at a reaſon for this, which is, 
that none can have an obligation to 
believe what they have not an obligati- 
91 to think of ; and in ſome age the ge- 
nerality of the faithful have no oral, 
nor conſequently obligation to mind, re- 


flett, or think on thoſe rs 7n- 


volved in the main ſtock of faith. From 
whence, he ſaith, it follows, that a thing 
may be de fide,or obligatory to be belie- 
ved in one age, and not in another. But 
ſer Mr. S. thew, how a man can be ob- 
liged to believe any thing as an article 
of faith, who is not bound to think 
of all the immediate conſequences of 
ir? Becauſe faith is an a@ of a rea- 
ſonable nature, which ought to enquire 
into the reaſons and conſequences of 
things which it doth beheve. But 

Mr, 
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Mr. S's miſtake lies here, in nor di- 
— the obligation to' believe 
from the obligation to an cxplicite de- 
claration of that aſſent. The former 
comes only from God, and no new ob- 
ligation can ariſe from any act of rhe 
Church ; but the latter mc a thing 
tending to the Churches peace, may be 
required by it on ſome cccaſions ; 
7. e. when the doctrine is aſſaulted by 
Hereticks,as in the time of the four firſt 
General Councils ; but ſtill a man is 
not at all the more obliged to aſlenr, 
but ro expreſs his aſſent in order to 
the Churches ſatisfaCQtion, 


Bur Mr. S. ſuppoſes me to enquire, 
how theChurch can have power to oblige 
the generality to belief of ſuch a point. 
To which his anſwer is, ſhe 0b/iges then 
to believe the main point of faith, by 
virtue of traditions,being a ſelf-evident 


_ rule, and theſe implied points by vir- 


tue of their being ſetf-evidently con- 
nefted with thoſe main and perpetual- 
by uſed points, ſo that the wullgar can 
be rationally and connaturally made 
capable of this their obligation. But we 
are not now enquiring, what the obli- 
gation to believe the main _— - 

aith 
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faith is, nor whether tradition be 4 
(rn: rule ; but how there ſhould 

A NEW obligation to beheve ſomething 
ſelf-evidently connefted with the former 
ponts,is beyond my capacity to under- 
ſtand. And they muſt be Tu/gar uns 
derſtandings indeed,that can rationally 
and comariurally be made capable of 
ſuch an obligation.. For if it be ſelt- 
evidently connected with the main 
points, no one can believe the one, 
without believing the other ; for no« 
thing is ſe/f-evident, but what a man 
aſſents to at the firſt apprehenſion of 
it ; and if he doth ſo, how comes there 
a new obligation to believe it? Is it 
poſlible to believe, that any thing con- 
ſiſts of parts, and not believe that that 
whole ts greater than any of thoſe parts? 
for this is a thing ſe/f-evidently connett- 
ed with the. nature of the whole, 
But theſe are ſelf-evident riddles, as 
the former were unintelligible demon- 
ſtrations. And yet, though theſe be 
rare Theorzes , the application of them 
to the caſe of the Roman Church exceeds 
all the reſt, Whence, ſaith he, the Go- 
verument of our Church is ſtill juſtified 
fo be ſweet, and according to right na- 
ture, and yet forcible and efficacious. 


Although 
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Alrhough I admire many things in 
Mr. S's Book, yet I cannot fay I do 
any thing more than this paſſage, thar 
becauſe men are obliged to believe no 
implied points, but ſuch as are ſelf-evi- 
dently connetted with the main ones, 
theretore the Government of the Roman 
Church « ſweet, and according to right 
nature, ©c. Alas then, how much have 
we been miſtaken all this while, rhar 
have charged her with impoſing hard 
and unſufferable conditions of com- 
munion with her! No, ſhe is fo gentle 
and ſwect, that ſhe requires nothing 
but the main points on the account of a 
ſelf-evident rule, and implied points 6 


reaſon of ſelf-evident connexion with the 
former. I ſee Mr. S. (it he will make 


good his word ) is the only perſon who 
is ever hike to reconcile me with the 
Church of Rome: For I aſſure you, I 
never deſire any better terms #, com- 
munion with a Church, than to have no 
main points of faith required from me 
to aſſent to, but what are built on a 
ſelf-evident rule, nor any implicd points 


bur ſach as arc ſe/f-evidently corneffed 


with the former. And no work can 
be more caſe, than to convince me up- 
D ON 
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on theſe grounds ; for all endeavors 
of proof are taken away by the tings 
being ſaid to be ſe/f-ez;dent. For the 
very offer 'of proof that they are ſo, 
ſelf-eidently proves they are not fo : 
For what ever is proved by ſomthing 
befide it ſelf, can neyer be ſaid with- 
out a contradiction to be ſelf-evident, 
But not to tye up Mr. 8. from his ex- 
cellent faculty of proving, if Mr. S' 
will prove to me that any of the points 
in difference between us, as Tranſus- 
ſtantiation, Purgatory, Supremacy of the 
Roman Church, ©c. have any ſelf-evi- 
dent connexion with any main point 
of faith in the Apoſtles Creed, I folemn- 
ly promiſe him to retract all I have 
writ againſt that Church ; ſo far ſhall 1 
be from. needing a new obligation to 
believe them. Bur if theſe be ſo remote 
from ſelf-evzdence, that they are plainly 
repugnant to ſenſe and reaſon ( witneſs 
thar. ſelf-evident doctrine of 'Tranſub- 
ſtantiation)- what then muſt we think 
of Mr. FS: ? Surely the leaſt is,that ſince 
his being a Roman Citholick, his mind 
is ſtrangely inlighrned, fo far that thoſe 
things. are [-/f-evident to him, which 
are contradictions to the reſt of the 
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world. But withal M. S. acquaints us 
with another myſterie ; which is, how 
theſe points deſcended by a kind of tra- 
dition, and yer confeſſes, they were ne- 
ver thought of or refletfed on by the ge- 
werality, till the Church took occaſion to 
explain them. Such a ſilent tradition 
doth very ſutably tollow the former 


ſelf-evident connexion, For he that can 


believe Tranſubſtantiation ro be ſelf- 
evident, no wonder if he believes that 
to have been delivered by a conſtant 
Tradjtion, which was never heard of 


from the Apoſtles times to theſe. 


Now Mr. Sis pleaſed to returnto me, 
and draws up a freſh charge againſt 
me,which is, hat I af like a Politici- 
an, and would conquer them by firſt di- 
viding them, and making odious compa- 
riſons between two partzes of Divines. 
But to fhew us how little they differ, he 
diſtinguiſhes them, as faithful, and as 
private diſcourſers ; in the former noti- 
01, he ſaith, they all hold the ſame dr- 
vinely conſtituted Church-Government, 
and the ſame ſelſ-evident rule of faith; 
put as private diſcourſers he acknow- 
ledges they differ in the explication of 
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their belief. T meddle not here with 
the Government of their Church,(which 
I have elſewhere proved to be far 
enough from being d4:v:nely conſlituted ) 
but with the rule of fazth; and the 
queſtion is, whether the zfal/:b:/ity of 
oral tradition, be that ſelf-evident rule 
which that Church proceeds on ; Tes, 
ſaith Mr. S. they are all as faithful 
agreed in it, but as diſcourſes they dit- 
fer about it. Which in ſhort is, that 
all in the Church of Rome, who are not 
of his opinion, know not what they ſay ; 
and that they oppoſe that which they 
do really believe. Which in plain 
Engliſh is, that they are cen? dif- 

eligion ; 
that they do intolerably flatter the 
Pope an of 91 Church with loud de- 
clamations for their infallibility, but 
they do really ' believe no ſuch thing, 
bur reſolve all into oral tradition. Bur 
is not this an excellent agreement 
among them, when Mr. White and 
his party not only difown the com- 
mon dodrine of the infallibility of 
Pope and Councils, but diſpure againſt 
it as pernicious and Jeftrudtive ro 
Chriſtzan faith ? on the other ſide - 
v1.08 3 ar 
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far greater part of Romaniſts ſay, there 
can be no certainty of faith, unleſs there 
be an znfallible divine teſtimony in the 
preſent Church, and this lodged in Pope 
and Councils ; that thoſe who endea- 
your to overthrow this, are dangerous, 
ſediticus, heretical perſons, According- 
ly their Books are cenſured at ome, 
their opinions diſputed againſt, and 
their perſons condemned. And yer all 
this while, we muſt believe thar 7heſe 
ſtick rogether like rwo ſmooth Marbles 
as faithful, though they are knocked 
one againſt another 4s dzſcourſers ; and 
that they pertetly agree in the ſame 
ſelf-evident rule of faith, when all their 
quarrels and contentions are aboutr it ; 


and thoſe managed with ſo great hear, 


that here/ze is charged of one fide, and 
Arch-hereſie and undermming Religion 
on the other. Doth he think we ne- 
ver heard of Mr. |Whzte's Sonus Succing, 


nor of that Chapter in it, where he ſaith, y, je 5 


that the dottrime of Pope and Councils m—— 
S a I% 


p. 158. 


mfallibility tends to overthrow the cer- 
tainty of Chriſtian faith ; and that the 
propagating ſuch a dof?rine 6 a greater 
crime than burning Temples, raviſhing 
the ſacred Virgins on the Alt ars, tram- 
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þ!ing on the body of Chriſt, or the ſend- 


mg the Turk or Antichriſt into Chriſtian 
Countreys ? Or doth he think we can 
believe that the Pope and Card:nals,the 
Jeſuites and all the Papiſts of forreign 
Countreys do as faithful ;agree with 
Mr. White in this ? It ſeems nor ſoby 
the proceedings in the Court of Rome 


againſt him, in which as appears by the 


cenſure of the Inquz/#t:0n againſt him, 
dated 17. November 1661. his doftrine 
is condemned not only as falſe, ſed:t:- 
ous and ſcandatous, but as heretical and 
erroneous in faith, And 1f it were not 
for this very doctrine he was there 
cenſured, why doth Mr: Whzte ſet him- 
ſelf purpoſely ro defend it in his Tabule 
ſaffragzales ? If theſe then do agree as 
faxthful, who cannot but envy the cx- 
cellent harmony of the Roman Church, 
tm which men condemn cach orher for 
hereticks, and yet all believe the ſame 
things ſtill ? Well Sir, I am in hopes up- 


on the ſame grounds Mr. Ss. will yield . 


us the ſame charity roo, and tell us that 
we agree with him as fazthful, only we 
differ a little from him as 4:ſcourſers ; 
for I aſſure ycw, there is as great reaſon: 


the only difference is, we give them nor 


ſuch 
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ſuch 71] words as they do each other. 
For let Mr. S$. ſhew us whercin we 
differ more from him about the Rule of 
Faith, than they do among themſelves: 
For Mr. White when he hath ſaid;zhat 
all kind of herefie doth ariſe from hence, 
that men make the holy Scriptnre, or a 
private (pirit,the rule of faith ; he pre» 
ſently adds, zt zs all one, zf one make 
Councils or Pope any other way than as 
witneſſes to be the authors of faith, Foy, 
faith he, this 7s to ſubjeff the whole 
Church to that flaverytorecerve any er- 
rour for an article of faith, which they 
ſhall define,or propoſe modo illegitimo, 
i. e. any other way then as witneſſes of 
tradition. FEirher then we difler 
from Mr. FS. only as d:{courſers, or 
he and his Brethren differ from each 
other more then as ſuch. And ſo 
any one would think who reads the 
oppolitions and arguments againſt 
each other on this ſubject, particularly 
Mr. Whites Tabule ſuffragiales. But 
let Mr.White ſay what he will Mr. S. 
tells me,] am not aware how little they 
differ even as Divines, The more 
ſhame for them ro haye ſuch furious 
heats and oppoſitions where there. 1s 
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ſo little difference. Burt as little as they 
differ, Mr. ]Vhzte thinks it ſafer to talk 
of their unity in Ezg/2nd, than to try 
whether they be of his mind at Rome, 
by going thither to clear himſelt ; 
{or he juitly {cars he ſhould find them 
differ from him ſome other way than 
as bare diſcourſcrs, Yer let us hear 
Mr. S's. rcaſon ; for, ſaith he, though 
ſome ſpecul utors attribute to the Churh 
a power of defining things not held be- 
fore, yet few will ſay ſve hath new re- 
wel tions or new articles of faith, Bux 


we know the temper of theſe men betr- 


tcr than to rely on what they barcly 
ſay. For they ſay what they thinks 
moſt for rheir purpoſe; and one 
of Mr, Ihite's adveriarics, (it himſelf 
may be credited ) plainly rold him, zf 
the dotirine of the Popes infallibility 
Were not true, yet It oitght to be defended 
becaule it was for ihe intereft of the 
Ciurch of Rome : for which he is ſuffi- 
cicntly rebuked by him. It is one thing 
then what they ſay, and another whar 
ncceſlarily tollows from the Doctrine 
which they aflcrr. But for plain deal- 
ing commend me to the C:onzf7s, who 
ſay expreſly, the Church ( by which 
they 
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they mean the Pope ) may make new 
articles of faith : and this is the ſenſe 
of rhe reſt, though they are loth ro 
ſpeak out. Elſe Mr. White was much 
roo blame in ſpending fo much time in 
proving rhe contrary. But what man 
of common, ſenſe can imagine that 
theſe men can mcan © otherwiſe, who 
aſſert ſuch an infallibiliry in Tope and 
Councils, as to oblige men under pain 
of eternal damnation to believe thoſe 
things which they were not obliged 
to, before ſuch a definition ? And 
what can this be elſe but to make new 
articles of faith ? For an article of faith 
ſuppoſes a neceffary obligation to be- 
lieve it : now it ſome doctrine may 
become thus obligatory by virtue of 
the Churches definition which was not 
ſo before, that becomes thereby an 
article of faith which it was not be- 
lore. But theſe ſubtil men have not 
yet learnt to diſtinguiſh a new dotFrine 
irom a new article of faith : they do 
not indeed pretend that their doctrine 
is new, becauſe they deny any ſuch 
thing as new revelation in the Church ; 
bur yer they muſt needs ſay, it they 
underſtand themſelves , that old im- 
plieit 
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plicit doctrines, may become new ar: 
ticles of faith by vertue of the Churches 
definition. So little are they' relieved 
by that filly diſtin&tion of explicit and 
implicit delivery of them, which Mr.s. 
tor a great novelty accquaints us with, 
For what is only zmplicitly delivered,is 
no article of faith at all - for that can 
be no article of faith, which men are 
not bound to believe; now there are 
none will ſay that men are bound to 
believe under pain of damnation it 
they do not the things which are only 
implicitly delivered ; but this they fay 
with great confidence of all things 
defined by the Church, And let now 
any intelligent perſon judg ; whether 
thoſe who aſlert ſuch things, do not 
differ wide enough from thoſe who re- 
ſolye all into oral tradition, and make 
the obligation to fairh wholly depen- 
dent upon the conſtant tradition of anv 
doQtrine from age to age cyer fince the 
Apoftles times. 


Burt Mr. S' is yet further diſplcaſed 
with me for ſaying, !hat Pope and Coun: 
cats challenge a power to make things 
de fide in ene age, Which were not 18 
anther 
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another. For 1. he ſayes, I ſpeak it in 
common, and prove it not. 2. He adds, 
That take themright this s both perfetf- 
ly innocent, and unavoidably neceſſary 
to a Church. And is it not ſtrange 
he ſhould expect any particuJar proots 
of ſo innocent and neceſſary a thin 
to the being of a Church ? Bur he will 
tell me it is in his own ſenſe of de fide, 
which I have already ſhewn ro ſignific 
nothing to his purpoſe. Let him there- 
fore ſpeak out whether he doth be- 
lieve any fiich thing as inherent infal- 
libility in the definitions of Pope and 
Councils ? if not, I am ſure at Rome 
they will never believe that Mr. F. 
agrees with them as faithful ; it he 
doth, whether doth nor ſuch an infal- 
lible definition bind men by vertue of 
it to the belicf of what is then de- 
fined ? if it doth, then things may be- 
come as much de fide by it, as it they 
were delivered dy Chri#F or his ApoS7les. 
For thereby is ſuppoſed an equal obli- 
gation x0 faith, becauſe there is a pro- 
049 ng equally infallible. Bur. will 
e ſay, the Pope doth not challenge 
this ? Why then is the contrary do- 


Qrine cenſured and condemned ar 
Rome « 
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Rome ? Why is the other 1o eagetly 
contended for, by the moſt zealous 
ſons of that Church, and that not as a 
ſchook-opimnicn, but as the anly certain 
foundation of faith? Mr. SJ. is yet 
pleaſed ro inform me further, 76at 16- 


thing will avail me but this, if a Topeſ 


and Council ſhould define a new thing, 
and declare they ground themſeFves on 
new lights,as did their firſt reformers in 
England : 4ut I ſhall find, he ſaith, #0 
fact fopperzes in faith-definitions made 
by the Catholick Church. Is this the 
man who made choice of reaſon for 
his weapon ? could there be a greater 
calumny caſt on our Church, than to 


ſay her reformers grounded themſelves 


0 new lights - when our great charge 
againſt the Church of Rome is for in- 


troducing Novel/tzes, and receding from 


pure and primitive antiquity. - Whe 
ther the charge be tric or no, yet ſure 


.it follows they did not declare 7hey 
ground themſelves on new l:ghts;but cx- 


preſly the contrary. Well, 4ut Pop: 
and. Councils neither define new things, 
or ground themſekves them : but 
what means the man of reaſon ? that 


they make no new definitions : ſurely 
not 
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not ; for then what did they meet for ? 
and what mean their decrces? burthe 
intends, that they deliver no new do- 
Arine : but how muſt that be tricd ? 
or hath Mr. S$. gained the opinion of 
infallibility both from Pope and Conn- 


- cals, that we muſt believe his bare 


word ? but we not only ſay but prove 
that even their laſt Comet hath defi- 
ned many things, which never were 
delivered by Chr:fft or his Apoſtles. 
And it is to no ps ws whether they 
ſay they ground themſelves on new 
Lights, or pretend to an infallible aſſiſt- 
ance ; for it comes all to the ſame art laſt. 
For it the aſliſtance be infallible, what 
matter is it whether the doctrine hath 
been revealed or no? tor on this ſuppo- 
ſition it is impoſſible that Pope and 
Council ſhould miſcarry. Therefore it a+ 
ny Church be guilty of fopperzes in faith- 
definitions, it muſt be that which you 
miſcall zhe Catholick, but is more truly 
known by the name of the Roman 
Church. There is yet one picce of 
Mr. S's. ſagacity to be taken notice of 


Gr 


as to this particular, which is, that Tp. 210. 


am at an end of my argument, becauſe T 
ſay the opinion of the Pope and Conncits 
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enfallibility is the common dottrin main- 
tained : in which I confound the Church 
with the (ſchools, or ſome pu opt- 
uaters, and then carp at _ mens te- 
nets, And this is the force of all 
that Paragraph, He tells me, Iant 
not wit to know that no ſober Catholick 
holds humane deduttions the rule of 
their faith, [choolmen definers of zt, nor 
the ſchools the Tribunal whence to pro- 
poſe it authoritatively and bheingh to 
the generality of the faithful. Neither 
doth Mr.S. want the wit to know 
that our preſent enquiry is concerning 
the ſenſe of their preſent Church 
about the rule of faith. Since then 
Mr. FS. muſt confeſs it neceſſary to 
faith ro know what the certain rule 
of it is; ler me enquire further, whe- 
ther any particular perſon can know 
certainly whar it is, unleſs he knows 
what the Church owns for her rule of 
faith ; and whether that may be own- 
ed as the Churches judgement, which is 
ſtifly oppoſed by the moſt intereſſed 


perſons in the Romain Church, and the 


molt zealous contenders for it'? Eſpe- 
cially when the Pope who is ſaid to be 
Head of the Church, condemns the do- 
0 *. - 3 _ 
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Arine aſſerted, and that only by a 


ſmall number of ſuch who are as much 
oppoſed by themſelves, as by any of 
us. Ts it then poſſible tro know the 
Churches judgement or not ? if not, 'tis 
to no purpoſe to ſcarch tor a rule of 


faith : if w be, which way can we 


come to know it, either by moſt wozces 
or the ſenſe of the Governours of the 
Church ; either of the ways, I dare 
put itto a fair tryal whether ora/ tra- 
diticn, or the infallibihity of Pope and 
Councils be the Doctrine moſt owned in 
the Church of Rome ? Bur Mr.S. {till 
tells us, theſe are only provate oprnators 
and ſchoolmen who aſſert the contrary 
dottrine to his. But wiill nor they 
much more ſay on the other ſide, that 
this way of oral trodztion is a novel 
fancy of ſome tew half-Caiholicks in 
England, and tends to ſubyert the M6- 
man Church, Burt is the preſent Pope 
with Mr. S. 2 prevate opinator, Or was 
the laſt a meer [choolman ? 1 am ſure 
what 'ever Mr. S. «hinks of him, he 
thought not ſo of himſelf, when he 
ſaid, he was noD 1tzne in the controver- 
ſie of Janſenius, Doth the Court of 
Rome ſignific no more with Mr. S. than 
a com- 
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a company of ſcholaſtick Tedants, 
that know not what the ſenſe of the 
Church is, concerning the rule of faith? 
I meddle not with the Schools but with 
the authority of the preſent Church, 
and him whom Mr. $' owns for the 
head of it : and is it conſiſtent with his 
headſhip to condemn that deetrine 
which contains in it the only certain 
rule of faith 4 Mr. S$. may then ſee 
they were no ſuch impertinent Topicks 
which I inſiſted on, and as ſtout as 
Mr. S. ſcems to be, I an apr to belicve 
he would not look 6n the cenſure of 
the Inqui/iizon as an impcrtinent To- 


pick. 


But at laſt Mr. $. offers at ſome 
thing whereby he would ſarisfie me 
of the ſenſe of the Church, as to this 
particular, and therefore asks, whether 
1 never heard of ſuch a thirig as the 
Council of Trent ? T muſt ingenuouſly 
conicſs I have ; and ſeen more a great 
deal of it, than I am ſatisfied with. 
But what of that ? there, he tells me, 
I may find a clear ſolution of my doubt 
by the conſtant procedure of that moſt 
grave Synod in its defimiticns. That 
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3s, I hope to find that oral tradition 
was acknowledged there as rhe only 
ſelf-evident rale of faith. If I dothis, 
I confeſs my ſelt ſatisfied in this en- 
quiry. But how much tothe contrary 
1s there very obvious in the proceedings 
of ir ? For in the 4th Seſſton the Decree 
is, That Scripture and tradition ſbould 
be embraced with equal piety and re- 
vererce ; and the reaſon 1s, /ecanfe the 
doffrine of faith is contain d partly 
in Scripture, partly in tradition ; but 
what arts muſt Mr. #. uſe ro infer 
from hence, that ora/traditicn in con- 
tradiſtin&tion ro S$rrzp74re was looked 
on as the only rulc oft faith? I cannot 
but ſay, that the ruling men of that 
Cojtmcet were men wiſe enough in their 
generation ; and they were to0 Wiſe 
wholly to exclude Sc pture 5 tut be- 
cauſe they knew that of it ſeif could 
not Acrve their purpoſes, rhey there- 
fore help it out with 1rad77on, and 
make both together rhe complent rule 
of faith. Where I pray in all the pro- 
ceedings of that Corncet doth Mr. S. 
find them define any thing on the ac- 
count of 0r.:/ Rwy Brown; inſtead of *- 
which we find continual bandyings 

[? about 
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about the ſenſe of Scripture and F- 
thers,which might have been all ſpared, 
if they had been ſo wiſe as to conſt- 
der, they could not but know the ſenſe 
of the preſent Church, nor that of the 
precedent, and ſo up to the time of 
Chriſt, But they were either ſo igno- 
rant as not to light on this happy in- 


vention ; or ſowiſe and knowing as to 


deſpiſe it. Itis true, they would nor 
have their doctrines looked on as #- 
velties, therefore they ſpeak much of 
tradition and the ancient faith ; but 
that was not by what their Parents 
taught them, but what the Fathers of 
the Church delivered in their writings ; 
for by theſe they judged of trad:tions, 
and not the ora} way. And therefaye 
I ſee little reaſon to belicye, that this 
was either the ſenſe of the Council of 
Trent, or is the ſenſe of any number of 
Roman Catholicks, much leſs off the 
whole Church none excepted, as Mr.S.in 
his confidenr way expreſles ir. And zf he 
av111, as he ſaith,diſavow the maintain- 
ine any point, or affeffing any way 
which is not aſſented to by all, I hope 
to ſee Mr. S. retraCt this opmion, and 
either fall in wah the Court of Rome, 
oF 
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br return, as reaſon leads him, itito the 
boſom of the Church of England. Bur 
there ſeems to be fel more in 
what follows, vzz: that though ſchool- 
men gueſt on the perſonal infallibility of 
the Pope,or of the Roman Clergy, nay of 
a General Council, yet all affirm the in- 
fallibility of tradition, or the living 
voice of the Church eſſential ; and this, 
he ſaith, 7s held by all, held firmly,and 
that it is abſolutely infallible. To this 
therefore I anſwer, either Mr.S. means, 
that none do affirm that the aniver- 
fat tradition of the Church eſſential 
can err, or that the Church of Rome, 
being the Church eſſential, cannor err 
in her tradition : But which way ſo- 
ever he takes ir, T ſhall eaſily ſhew how 
far it is from proving that he deſigns 
it for. For if he rake it in the firſt 
ſenſe, #5. that all the faithful in all 
ages could not concur in an error, 
then he may as well prove Proteſtants 
ofhis mind as Papiſts, for this is the 
foundation on which we believe rhe 
particular Books of Scripture. It this 
therefore proves any thing, it proves 
more then he intends, vs. rhat while 
we thus oppoſe cach other, we do per- 
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. ſe&tly agree together ; and truly ſo we 
do, as much as they do among them- 
{clves. Bur if Mr. J's. mcaning be, 
that all of their Religion own the Roman 
Church to be the Church efſential, and cu 
that account,that it cannot err, (ſetting 
aſide the abſurdity of the opinion it 
ſelf ), I ſay from hence it doth not fol- 
low, that they make oral trad:tion the 
rule of faith, becauſe it is moſt evident, 
that the ground why they ſay their 
Church cannot crr, is not on Mr. S's. 
p-mciples, but on the ſuppoſition of an 
mfallible aſſiſt wnce,which preſerves that 
Church from error. So that this falls 
tar ſhort of proving, that they are all 
agreed in this rule of fagh ; which is 
a thing fo tar from probability, that 
he might, by the {ame argument prove, 
that Serpture is owned by them all ro 
be the ruic of taith. For I hope zt zs 
held by ail, and held - firmly, that the 
living voice of God in S$cr;pture, as de- 
livercd ro us, is znfallible; and it fo, 
rhen thcre is as much ground for this 
as the other, Bur it we enquire what 
It iS men make a rule of rath, Fe mult 
know nor only that they believe 7rad:- 
tion #1 }.117;4 tear on what account _ 
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do ſo. For if tradition be believed 
znfallible barcly on the account of a 
promiſe of znfall:4:l:ty ro the preſent 
Church, then the reſolution of taith is 
not into the tra4:t;zon, but into that 
mnfallible aſſiſtance ; and conſecuently 
the rule of faith is not, what bare tra- 
dition delivers, but what that Church, 
which. cannot err in judging traditi- 
on, doth propoſe to us. It 1s not there- 
tore their being agrecd in general, that 
tradition is infallible, doth make them 
agree in the ſame Yule of fazth ; bur 
they mult agree in the ground of that 
znfallibility, Vis. that it depends on 
this, that nv age could conſpire to decerve 
the next. Bur all perſons who under- 
ſtand any thing of the Reman Church, 
know very well that the general rea- 
ſon why tradition is believed infallible, 
is,becaulſe they firſt believe the Church 
ro be zrf2l/:ble ; whereas Mr. S. goes 
the contrary way, and makes the 2n- 


fallibility of the the Church, ro depend 


on the znfallibility of tradition. And 
therefore, for all that I can ſee,we mult 
ſtill oppoſe private Oprnators in this 
controverſie ; the Church of Rome, 
not having declared her felt ar all 
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on Mr. 5's behalf, but the contrary , 


| and the generality believing on the 


account of the preſent Churches infal- 
libiliry. And it is ſtrange Mr. S. 
ſhould find no difference berween 
mens reſolving faith into common 
ſenſe,and into the immediate aſſiſtance 
of the Holy Ghoſt. If this then be the 
firſt princeple of controverſie, as Mr. S. 
pretends, we ſee how unlikely they 
are to agree about other matters, who 
arg ſo much divided about the princi- 
ple of reſolving them. And it this be 
the ground of taith, then moſt Roma- 
ziſts build on a wrong Foundation, 
But if the infallibility of oral tradition 
be the foundation on which that for- 
midable firuture is exetting, which he 
ſpeaks of, wo then to the Court of 
Rome, for that is known to build on 
quite a different foundation. And #if 
this, as he ſaith, riſes apace, and has 
advanced many ſtories in a ſmall time, 
it only lets us know how faſt their di- 
viſtons =>_ and that they are build- 
ing ſo taſt one againſt another, that ' 
their Church will nor ſtand between 
them. By this diſcourſe, Mr. FS. pre- 
rends to anſwer all thoſe If's which fot: 
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low ; which are theſe, In caſe the Churth 
may determine things de fide, which 
were not before, whether the preſent 
Church doth then believe as the prece- 
dent did or no? if it did, how comes any 
thing to be de fide which was not be- 
fore 2 if it did not, what aſſurance can I 
have that every age of the Church be- 
lieves juſt as the precedent did, and 10 
otherwiſe; when TI ſee they profeſs the 
contrary ! And if a thing may be de fide 
7n one age,vhich was not in a foregoing, 
then a Church may deliver that as a 
matter of faith at one time, which was 
never accounted ſo before ; by which 
means the preſent Church may oblige me 
to believe that as a matter of faith,which 
never was ſo in Chriſts or the Apoſtles 
tmes, and ſo the infallibility on the ac- 
count of tradition :s deſtroyed. Toall 
which Mr. 4. gives a very eafie an- 
ſwer, vis. that they do not hold any 
diſparate or unimplied points of faith ; 
but ſuch Ys are involved and implied in 
the main point. This is no more eaſily 
ſaid then underſtood; for if theſe be im- 
plied in the former, how can there 
come a new obligation to believe 
them? For to take his own inſtance, 
* E 4 will 
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will any man in his ſenſes ſay, that he 
that believes Fomo eft animal rationale, 
doth not believe homo eſt animal? and 
this he makes choice of as an example, 
how one pernt of faith may be involved 
in another, ſo as to recerve a diſtintt 
obligntion to believe rt. 1 grant that 
homo eſt animal is involved in the other, 
bur he that ſhall ſay, that aſter he 
hath afſented to that propoſition, ho- 
mo eſt animal raticnale, he may be 
capable of a new obligation to believe 
the former, which is involved in this, 
it may be juſtly queſtioned whe- 
ther ſuch an one, as to himſelf, can 
traly ſay, homo eff animal ratio- 
#1le, or no. But after ſuch rare 
ſ.brilties, he doth very wcl! to tell me, 
thatT orght to conſider what Logick tells 
us, thu.the ccnclufiunt is in the pre- 
miſes, «hich reflefFicn( in his his court- 
like expretſion) he ſaith, w// much une 
blimder my thoughts. But let the con- 
cluGon be as long as it will inthe pre- 
19(es,will avy man in his wits ſay, that 
he rhat believes the 7ruth of the ot 
ſes, is not herchy bound to believe 
the concluſion ? and the more the one 
is involved in the other, the leſs is it 
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ofſible ro make 'the obligation to be 
heve them diſtin&t. Andirt is hard for 
me to believe, that this is a way 70 u#- 
blender my thoughts, when I ſee what 
horrible confuſion ſuch expreſſions ar- 

ue in his own. Let the Church then 
clear her thoughts, never ſo much, yet 
all this cannot amount to a diſtinct 
obligation to believe * thoſe things 
which were involved before, but to 
a more explicit declaring them for 
the Churches peace and ſatisfaction. 
The only concluſion then involved in 
theſe premiſes, is, that if ſome things 
may be de fide in one age which were 
not in another, then the preſent age 
may believe otherwiſe than the prece- 
dent did. And if this dodtrine be held 
in the Church of Rome, nothing can be 
more. evident, than that Mr. 0s.jof 
principle of controverſie, is far from 
being the doCtrin of the Roman Church, 
which was the thing to be proved. 


My ſecond chict argument againſt 
this way of oral tradition was, that it 
had not been owned in all ages of the 
Chriſtian Church ; to manifeſt which, 
I enquired into the reaſon of the obli- 

gation 
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_—_ in any age of the Church to be- 
ieve and praCtiſe juſt as the precedent 


did. Mr, J. rejoices in that confeſſi- 
on of mine, that the only thing to be 


proved in this caſe is, that every age of 


the Church,and all perſpns jn it, look'd on 
themſetves as obliged not to vary in any 
thing from the dotFfine and prattiſe of 
the precedent .age. And I there offer 
the choice of three ways to prove it, 
reaſon, teſlimony, or tradition ; he tells 
me, he excepts the way of reaſon ; yet 
quarrels with me for preſſing for a de- 
mouſtrative medium to prove it, when 
yet Mr. S. ſeldom ſpeaks under the 
rate of demonſtrations. Bur he thereby 
notes the unconſonancy of my carriage, 
Wherein I wonder ? Thar I ſhould de- 


ſire them to perform this promiſe, viz. 


to give us demonſlraticus for the 
8 arr of faith ? But ſaith withal, 
Ve will yeild me the honour of profeſſing 
IT have no demonſtration but probability 


for the ground of mine, and he makes 


this ſerious proteſtation for wa 4 6" 
he ſhould eſteem himſelf very diſhoneſt, 
aid he aſſert and preſs on others any 
—_— for the ground of his faith, 
which he judged not evident that is de- 
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monſtrative,What 48 it theſe men mean, 
when they cry. up their own- way for 
demonſtrative, and ſay that we build 
our faith meerly on probab:/ztzes ? Do 
they ſay, that Ke/:gzon is capable of 
ſtrict and rigorous demonſtration? If 
ſo, let them Stn the 4ezng of 
God and immortality of the ſoul, with 
as much evidence, as that the three an- 
gles of a triangle are equal to two right 
angles. And it is ſtrange, it they think 
particular problemsin religion are more 
capable ot demonſtration than thoſe 
Theorems on which they are built. Bur 
by all the enquiry I can make, all the 
difference berween us is,that Mr. S. will 
have that called a Jdemonſiration, which 
is ſcarce a probab:lity; and we call thar 


ſufficient reaſon , which any wiſe man 


may ſafely rely on in matters of Relzg:- 
on, In the mcan time how much do 
we ſuffer by our modeſty, that becauſe 
we ſpeak not as big as Mr. F. does, we 
muſt be cenſured preſently to have no- 
thing but probab1/:tzes for our faith?Are 
thoſe bare probab:ihities which leave no 
ſuſpition of doubt behind them ? And 
ſuch we freely aſſert the grounds of 
our Rcligion to do ; 2. e. I aſſert, that 

| We 
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we have the highefÞactual certainty of 
the truth of our Re/:zg:on, which the 


mind of any reaſonable man can defire; 
and if Mr. S's. demonſtrations can do 
any more than this, let. him tell us 
whatit is. For my part, I know no- 
thing higher in the mind of man than 
a certain aſſent, and if I did nor think 
there was the greateſt ground in Re/;- 

ion for that, 1 abhor diſlimulation ſo 
much,that I ſhould leave off perſwading 
men to embrace it. And it any men 
have made us ſhy of the word 4-10n- 
ftration and infallibility, they are ſuch 
men as Mr. $. have done it, who talk 
of theſe things, when their arguments 
fall beneath ſome of the remoreſt pro- 
babilitzes we infift on. Nay, if there be 
any force in his demonſtration, as to 
matters of tat, it hath been uſed by us 
long before his Book ſaw the light. 
But we love to give the true names to 
things, and notto loſe our credit with 
all intelligent perſons, by playing 
Mountebanks in Religion, crying up 
thoſe things tor z»fal/;ble cures, which 
an ordinary capacity may diſcern the 
inſufficiency of. But was it any thing 
but juſtice and reaſon in me to expect 


and 
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end call for a demonſtration from them 
who talk of nothing under it? And 
therefore I ſaid, that zt was impoſſible 
to demonſtrate this way of oral traditi- 
cn, unleſs it were proved impoſſible for 
men not to think themſelves obligedto 
believe and do all juſt as their prede- 
ceſſors did. For where the contrary is 
not only poſſible, bur eaſily ſuppoſable, 
as that men may believe thoſe things,as 
new articles of faith which are dgtined 
by Pope and Conncih, I wonder how 
Mr. $. will demonſtrate, that men muſt 
look on themſelves as obliged to be- 
lieve juſt as their penlectn did ? 
For Thad thought demonſtrations had 
never place in contingent propoſiti. 
ons; bur it ſeems Mr. J.. who tells me; 
Logick will unblunder my thoughts, in- 
tends to make a new one for me. And 
I aſſure you ſo he had need, beforeT 
ſhall ever, call his arguments demon- 
ſtrations : and although he thinks him- 


ſelf very honeſt in calling them ſo, yet 


I ſhould think him much wſey it he 
did nor. 


But before I come to the particular 
debate of theſe. things, I freely tell 
him 
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him, that I grant all he requeſts; T 
ſhall zake along with me the nature of. 
the matter in hand, the doffrines and 
prattices ſpoken of, the manner .of deli- 
vering them,the neceſſary circumſtances 
which give weight to both ; yet for all 
theſe, I cannot look on his way as de- 
monſtrative. And that both our mean- 
ings may be better underſtood, it is 
very neceſſary the Reader ſhould have 
a truE account of the ſtate of the Que- 
ſtion between us. And if he will be- 
lieve me, I never intended to diſpute 
with him or any one elſe, whether ment 
were bound to wear their clothes, or 
build houſes, or manage eftates juſt as 
their predeceſſors did;but whether eyer 

age is obliged to believe and practiſe 
juſt as the precedent did, by virtue of 
meer oral tradition ; for about that is 
all the controverſie between us. I do 
not deny, but that a ſucceeding age 
inay look on it felt as bound to be- 
lieve what the precedent did ; bur 
whether that obligation doth ariſe 
purely from the delivery of that do- 
ctrine by the precedent in the way of 
of rad/tion, is the thing in diſpute be- 
tween us. For in caſc the ground of 
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faith be wholly the writren Word, con- 
veyed from age to age, I deny nor bur 
an obligation to believe deſcends with 
the doctrine to every ſucceeding age. 
Bur that which Mr. &. is to prove is, 
that abſtrattly from Scripture every gee 
is abſolutely bound to beheve juſt as the 
precedent did, without any cnquiry 


whether that dodtrine doth agree 


with $cr/ptures or no; but that he is 
therefore bound to believe all which 
is propoſed to him, becauſe it was the 
doctrine of the immediately preceding 
age. And this is that which I deny, 
and defire Mr. SJ. tro prove. For which 
he firſt gives us a large inſtance in hi- 
ſtorical matters, and then comes to the 
matters of Chriſt;an faith. His inſtance 
is, zn Alexanders congueſt of Aſia, as to 


which he ſaith, that the memory of it i P4218. 


freſh and lively, though ſome thouſand 
years ſ/imce ; and that the univerſul and 
ſtrong perſwaſton ; this matter of fatt 
was not cauſed by Books, as Curtius his 
Hiſtory, but by human tradition ; that 
the continuance of this perſwaſion was 
the notoriety of the fatt to the then hi- 
Vers, EE obliged them to relate it to 
their poſterity, and that this teſtifying 
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by the fare-fathers, was that which ob+ 
liged poſterity to believe things, as true 
becauſe there could be no imaginable mo- 
tive why the Thole world ſhould con- 
ſpire to deceive them, or be decervable 
mFheir ſenſations ; on which principle 
et paſſed to the next age, and ſo came 
down by way of tradition to otir dayes ; 
© the cbligation to beheve in every age 
depended upon this,that the ſenſes of the 
firſt could not be deceived ; and having 
this ſecurity.in every age, that no one 
would conſpire to deceive the next, it 

ollows, that no age could [1y a former 


age teſtified ſo,unte(s it did; ſo therefore, 


faith he,! follows demonſtratively,that 
zt was teſttfied ; and ſo the deſcendents 
in every age to the very end of the world 
have the ſame ob}1gation to believe their 
immediate fore-fathers, ſ1ying it was 
teſtified by therrs,and [o to the very firſt, 
who were witneſſes of hs atFions. This 
is the ſubſtance of what he more large- 
Iy diſcourſes in ſeveral Paragraphs ; 
which when he hath done, he tells me, 
he expetts what I will reply to this di 
courſe. Not to {ruſtrate therefore his 
expectation, and in order to the Rear 
ders ſatisfation, we arc to Lg 
Fiat 
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that in the preſent caſe rhere are two 
diſtin queſtions to be reſolved : 1.RHow 
a matter of fat? evident to the world 
comes to be conveyed to poſterity ? 
2, By what means a compleart hiſtory 
of all paſſages relating to itt may 
be conveyed ? As to the firſt, I grant 
that a fat? ſo notorious as Alexanders 
conqueſt of A/z2 might have been pre- 
ſerved by human tradition, and convey- 
ed in a certain way from one age to an- 
other. But if we enquire into that 
which is alone proper ro our queſti- 
on, 27S. by what means we may judg 
what is true and falſe as to the part:- 
culars of that conqueſt, then I deny 
that bare tradition 1s to be relyed on in 
this caſe. For the certainty of con- 
veyance of ali paticulars doth depend 
not upon the 42re veracity, but the 
capacity and 5kz1l of communicating 
from one age to another. For which 
one wouid think we need no clearer 
evidence than the conſideration of the 
different account of former times in 
the ſeveral Nations of the world. For 
who can imagine, but the 4arbarous 
Nations were as unwilling to deccive 
their poſterity as any other ? yet _ 
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ſec a vaſt difference in the 4/ſtorzes bf 
former ages among them, and mote 
civilized people. And I wiſh Mr. &. 
would rather have inſtanced- in ſome 
hiſtory which had becn preſerved 
meerly by tradition, and not in ſuch a 
one, Which, it any other, hath been 
moſt carcfully recorded and prepa- 
gated to poſterity. If Mr. $. would 
have undertaken to have told us, who 
they were that firſt peopled Amerzcs, 
and from what place they came, by 
the tradzticon oft the prefent inhabi- 
tants, and what famous aCtions had 
been done there in former ages, we 
might have thought indecd, that ſo/e 
tradition had been a very ſafe way to 
convey matters of fact trom one age 
ro another, Bur fince all Mr. J's. ar- 
guments will hold as well for the 
Scythians and Americans, and the moſt 
barbarous Nations, as the molt ciyil 
and polite ; what reaſon can Mr. &. 
givc, why there 1s not among them as 
ertain an account of former ages, as 
among the Greeks and Romans! Were 
not their ſenſes, who ſaw thoſe mat- 
ters of fact, as uncapable of being 4c- 
cexved 2s others 4 Was not every age 
among 
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among them. as - unwilling to deceiye 
their poſterity as elſewhere ? Yer not- 
withſtanding the force of Mr. S's de- 
monſtration, we ſee for want of /et- 
ters how grofly ignorant they are of 
what was done before them. And 
if this principle were truce, why 
have we not as true an account of 
the eldeſt ages of the world, as of 
any other ! Nay, why were /et- 
ters invented, and writing ever uſed, 
if tradition had been found ſo infal- 
lible ? Bur it is one thing ſuperficially 
to diſcourſe what is impoſſible ſhould 
be otherwiſe, and another to conſider 
what really hath been in the world. 
Doth not the conſtant experience of 
all times prove, that where any h:ſto- 
ry hath nor been timely recorded, it 
hath been ſoon corrupted by notorious 
falfities, or obſcured by tabulous re- 
ports? As weſce among our elves, 
what difference there is in point of 
certainty between the ſeveral ſtories 
of K. Arthur and W:ill:am the Conqueror; 
what will Mr. S. ſay, that thoſe who 
lived in K. Arthars time could not know 
what he did, or that they conſpired 
to deceive their poſterity ? Bur it tra- 
F I dition 
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dition be ſo infallible, why haye we 
not the ancient ſtory of Britazrn as 
exact as the modern ? If Mr. S. will 
impute it to the ' peoples ignorance, 
want of letters, frequent conqueſts 
by other Nations, 'and ſucceeding bar- 
$ariſm, he may eaſily find how many 
ways there are for matters of fat? to 
be ſoon: loſt-or- corrupted, 'when. they 
have not been i diligently preſerved by 
authentick records ; and that withour 
one age conſpiring to deceive another. 
But ' notwithſtanding Mr.: S's confi- 
denee, I-cannot- think - it poſſible for 
Mr. 8. toibelieve, that we ſhould have 
had as true an account .of Alexanders 
tongues? of Aſia, it 'Arrian Curtins, or 
Plutarch had: never writ his ſtory, as 
we have now. : Yet this-he:mult aſſert 
by vertue of- his principle. And he 
that 'carr believe that, I wonder he 
ſhould ſcruple: believing the - Popes 7n- 
fallibility ; tor certainly no principle of 
the ſtir '1$ more wild and abſurd 
than this is.:' 'Beſtdes, I:admire how it 
came into Mr. S's head to-think, no er- 
ror could come into hiſtory unleſs one 
age conſpired to decerve another, when 
we find no age agreed in' the preſent 
'P l mat- 


pay 
. 


A Ti ea OW T7 o& 


e 8,07 of V2. © © 


LA ad. - | 1 


. Rule of Faith," 


matters of fa? which are done in it, as 
to the grounds and particulars of them; 
ro give Mr. JS. an inſtance home to 
his purpoſe, in rhe late Counc:l of Trent 
we fee already what different repre- 
ſontations there are made of it in ſo 
little a time as hath already paſled ſince 
the ſitting of it. One, though he had 
all the adyantages imaginable of 
knowing all proceedings in it, living 
at the ſame time, converſing with the 
perſons preſent at it, having the me- 
mozres and records of the Secretarzes 
themſelyes, yet his ſtory is ſince en- 
deavoured to be blaſted by a great 
perſon of the Roman Church, as tictiti- 
ous and partial. We fee then it is at 
leaſt ſuppoſed that intereſt and preju- 
dice may have a great hand in abuling 
the world in matter of ſtory, though 
one age never agree to deceive another, 
And inſtead ot being perſwaded by 
Mr. S's demonſtrations, I am ſtill 
of the mind, that we have no | ſut- 
ficient ſecurity of the truth of any ſto- 
ry, Which was not written while thoſe 
perſons were in being who were able 
ro contradi&t the errors of it. How- 
eyer I deny nor, but ſome notorious 
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matters of u_ bn as Alexanders 
bare congueſts of A/ta,might by the vi- 
{tble of ir be <= both in 
Aſia and Greece for a long time. But if 
we come to enquire particularly, whe- 
ther this or that was done by him. in 
his conqueſt, which is alone pertinent 
to our purpoſe, we have no fecurity at 
all from tradition, bur only from the 
moſt authentick records of thar ftory. 
And by this, 1 hope Mr. S. will have 
cauſe ro thank me for #n#/undring hu 
thoughts (his own civil exprefſions),and 
ſhewing him how errors may come in- 
eo a ſtory without one age conſpiring 
to deccive the next ; and whar a vaſt 
difference there is between preſerving 
a bare matter-af fat, and all the par- 
ticulars relating ro it. And hcreby he 
may eaſily ſee how far rhe obligation 
extends in believing the rcporrt of for- 
mer ages. For there can be no obliga- 
tion to believe any further than there 
is evidenee of truth in the matter we 
are obliged ro, If then there be nor 
only a poſſibility, but a very great 


pony of miſtakes and errors in 


matters of fact, I pray whar obliga- 
tion doth there ly upon men abſo- 
lutely 
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futely to believe what is delivered by 
the preceding age ? Bur to pur an iſſue 
to this controverſie, let Mr. $. exa- 
mine himſelf, and try if he can name 
one ſtory that was never written, 
which was ever certainly propagated 
from one age to another by meer oral 
tradition; and it he cannot, he may 
thereby ſee how little real force his 
argument hath in the world. For all 
the force of tradition lics in an unque- 
ſtionable conveyance of thoſe Books 
which contain in them the true reports 
of the ations of the times they were 
written in. Burt can Mr. FS. think, that 
if the Roman hiſtory had never been 
written, it had been poſſible for us to 
have known what was done under the 
Kings and Conſuls as now we do? Yet 
if his principle holds, this neceſfarily 
follows ; for thoſe of that age could not 
but know them, and no age ſince could 
conſpire to deceive the next. And from 
hence, the moſt ufetul conſequence of 
all is, that Mr. $. might have writ a 
hiſtory from the beginning of the 
world to this day, with a full relation 
of all part:culars, if there had never 
been any Book written in rhe world be- 
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fore. And doth nor Mr. S. deſerve im- 
mortal credit for ſo rare an invention as 
this is, and all built on nothing ſhort 
of demonſtrations. 


Fur Mr. S$. very pradently foreſees, 
what it is I muſt be forced to recur to, 
viz, that being baffled with his former 
demonſtration, T have no other ſhift to 
betake my ſelf to, but to ſay the caſe 7s 
A:fferent between hiſtories and points of 
{2;7h, And theretore to bring his bu- 


ſncls home, he applics it ar large to 


che delivery of the Chriſtian faith, 
which that he might do in more ample 
ſort, he very finely deſcants on the old 
Verſe, Qus, quid, ubi, Sc. containing 
the circumſtances of human a@tions, 
and from every one of them derives 
arguments for the 7nfal/ibifity of oral 
tradition; which bricfly and in plain 
Engliſh may be ſummed up thus ; S;xce 
the author of this dotirimme was the Son 
of God, the doetrine it [elf ſo excellent, 
and delivered in ſo publick, a manner, 
in the moſt convincing way, by miracle 
and good twing, and for ſo good an 
end as to ſave mens ſouls, and that by 
writing it t# mens hearts, and teſtified 
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to others ; and all this at a time when 
men might jndg of the miracles and mo- 
trves for believing it; therefore ſmce 
zn all theſe reſpetFs it was incomparably 
beyond the ſtory of Alexanders conqueſts, 
zt follows, that in a manner infinitely 
greater muſt the obligation be to believe 
Chriſts doftrine, than Alexanders or 
William the Congerours tiffories, or 
any hiſtory of the like nature whatſoe- 
ver All which I trecly grant,but cannot 
yet ſee how from thence it follows;that 
oral tradition is the only rule of faith, 

or the means whereby we are to jud 
what is the dotFrine of Chriſt, an 
what not. Thoſe arguments I confeſs 
prove, that the Chr:ſtzans of the firſt 
age were highly concerned ro enquire 
into the truth of theſe things, and that 
they had the greateſt reaſon imagi- 
nable ro believe them-; and thar- it. is 

not poſſible tro conceive that the 
ſhould not endeavour to propagate lo 
excellent a doctrine, = of ſo high 
concernment to the world. Bur the 
_ is,whether abſtractly from the 
ooks written in the firſt 'age of the 
Chriſtian Church, there is ſo much in- 
fallibility in the oral traditzon of every 
| age, 


IF 


. i, Whether he doth not, believe, that 
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age, that nothing could be embraced 
for Chriſts doAtrine which was not ; 
and conſequently, whether every age 
were bound to believe abſolutely whar 
was delivered it by the. precedent for 
the doctrine of Chriſt ? Mr. F. there- 
fore puts hiniſelf to a needleſs rask of 
proving that every age was bound to 
belicye the dof7rene of ChriiT, which I 
never queſtioned ; but the diſpute is, 
whether every age be bound on the 
account of oral tradition ro believe 
what is delivered by the precedent for 
Chriſt's doffrine. But it ts to be ob- 
feryed all along how carefully Mr. S. 
sY0ids mentioning the writer Books of 
the New Teſtament ; becauſe he knew 
all his _ about oral _—_ would 
be quite ſpoiled by a true ſtating - the 
KY in ho: furſt ages ot the 
Chriſtian Chuwch,. IT hope he will nor 
be angry with me, for asking him that 
queſtion about the, Srrpiwre, which 
he asks. me about the Conncel of Trent; 
did he never hear of fuch 2 thing as the 
Scripture 2 or is it jo bard io fud it ? 
Bux if he hath heard of it, I intreat 
him to rcfolve me rheſe Queſtions - 
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the Books of the New Teſtament were. 
written at ſuch a time, when the mat- 
tcrs of fat therein recorded, were ca- 
pable of being throughly examined ? 
which he cannot deny upon his own 
principle ; for tradition being then in- 
tallible as to the dot7rine of Chriſt, the 
writers of thefe Books cannot be con- 
ccived to deliver it amiſs, unleſs they 
refolved-to' contradict the preſent tra- 
dition of the Church ; which if they 
had done, thoſe Books could never 
have found any reception among Chr- 
ftzans. If tradition then convey the 
doCErine of ' Chriſt infatilbly, theſe 
Books muſt convey it infallibly, be- 
cauſe they contain in them the infallible 
tradition of the firſt age of the Chr-- 
flian Church ; and were written at the 
time when many perſons living had 
| been able to difprove any thing con- 
rained therein repugnant to truth. 
And that rheſe Books were written by 
thoſe perſons whoſe names they bear, 
I appeal to Mr, S's own rule, 7-ad:t:- 
on ; for if thar be infallible in any 
thing, it muft be in this; and itone 
age could conſpire to deceive another 
in a matter of ſuch concernment, 

what 
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what ſecurity can be had, that it may 
not do ſo in all other things? 2. Whe- 
ther he þclieves, that thole whoſe- in- 
tention was to Write an account of the 
lite, aftions, and doctrine of Chr:f?, did 
leave any thing out of their Books 
which did relate tro them as of con- 
cernment for us to belicye ? For upon 
Mr. S's principles, any one may caſily 
know whar the tradition of the Church . 
is ; and eſpecially ſuch certainly who 
were cither preſent themfelves at the 
matters of tad, or heard them from 
thoſe who were ; and what farisfacti- 
on can any one defire greater than 
this ? But the queſtion is, whether this 
tcſtimony were not more ſafely depo- 
fircd in the Church to be conveyed by 
word of mouth, than it could be by be- 
ing committed to writing by ſuch 
who were eye and car witneſſes of 
the actions and doCtrine of Chriſt 2 
Upon which I advance ſome further 
Queries, 3. It oral Tradition were 
the more certain way, why was any 
thing written at all? It may be Mr. S. 
will tell us, for moral mſtruttions, 
and to grue precepts of good life ; but 
then why may nor theſe be as infallibly 
CON» 
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conyeyed by cradition as doQtrines of 
faith ? And why then were any mat- 
rers of fact and points of faith inſert- 
ed in the Books of the New Teifament? 
By which it certainly appears, that rhe 
intention of writing them was to pre- 
ſerve them to poſteriry. Let Mr. S. 
tell me whether it was conſiſtent with 
the wiſdom of men,much leſs with the 
wiſdom of an znfinzte Being to imploy 
men to do that which might be far 
better done another way, and when ix 
is done can give no ſatis/aCtion to the 
minds of men? 4. Whether thoſe 
things which are capable of- being un- 
derſtood when they are ſpoken, ceaſe 
to be ſo when they are written ? For 
Mr. S. ſeems to-underſtand thoſe terms 
of a /zving toice, and dead letters in 2 
very ftrict and rigorous manner ; as 
though the ſenſc were only quzck when 
ſpoken, and became buried in dead /et- 
ters. Bur Mr. $. ſeems with the ſa- 
gacious Ind;an to admire how it is po- 
{ible for dead /etters and unſenc'd cha- 
rafters to expreſs mens meanings as 
well as words. I cannot enter into 
Mr. S's apprehenſion, how 24. letters 
by their yarious diſpoſition can expreſs 

mat- 
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matters of faith ? And yet to increaſe 
the wonder, he writes about matters 
of faith, while he is proving that mar- 
ters of faith cannot be conveyed by 
writing. So that Mr. J's. own writing 
is the beſt demonſtration againſt him- 
ſelf ; and he contutes his own Sopheftry 
with his fingers,as Diogenes did ZLeno's 
by his motion. For doth Mr. S. hope 
ro perſwade men, that tradition is a 
rule of faith by his Book or not ? if 
not, to what purpoſe doth he write ? 
if he doth, then it is to be hoped ſome 
matters of {aith may be intelligibly con- 
veyed by writing ; eſpecially it Mr. &. 
doth it. But by no means we are to 
believe that ever the Jp:r:zt of God can 
do it. For wharever is written by men 
afliſted by thar,is according to him bur 
a heap of dead letters, and inſignificant 
charatfers;when Mr. S. the mean while 
1s full of ſeuſe and demonſtration. 
Happy man that can thus out-do imnti- 
nite wiſdom, and write far beyond ci- 
ther _— or Apoſtles. But if he 
will condeſcend 1o far as to allow that 
to inſpired perſons which he confident- 


ly believes of himſelt, zz. thar he 
can write a Book full of ſexſe, and that 


any 
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any ordinary capacity may apprehend 
the deſign of it, out controverlic is at 
an end ; for then matters of faith may 
be intelligibly and certainly conveyed 
ro polterity by the Books of Scripture; 
and if ſo, there will be no nced of any 
recourſe to oral tradition. 5. If the 
Books of Scripture did not certainly & 
intelligibly convey all matters of taith, 
what made them be received with fo 
much veneration in the firſt ages of 
the Chriſtzan Church ? which were beſt 
able to judg of the truth of the mat- 
ters contained in them, and the ufeful- 
neſs of the Books rhemfelves. And 
thercin we {ſtill find, that appeals were 
madeto them, that they thought them- 
ſelves concerned to vindicate - them 
againſt all objections of Heathens and 
others ; and the reſolution of faith was 
made into them, and not tradition, as 
I have already maniteſted,and muſt nor 
repeat. 6. Whether it be in the leaſt par: r; 
credible, ſmce the Books of Scripture chap 9. 
were ſuppoſed ro contain the do- 
Ctrines ot taith, that every age of the 
Church ſhould look on it ſelt as ob- 
liged abſolutely ro belieye the do- 
Etrine of the precedent by virtue of 
an oral-tradition ? For ſince they re- 
| x ſolved 
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ſolved their faith into rhe written 
Books, how is it poſſible they ſhould 
believe on the account of an oral tra- 
dition ? Although then the Apoſtles 
did deliver the doQtrine of Chriſt to 
all their Diſciples ; yer ſince the records 
of it were embraced in the Chutch, 
men judged of the truth or falſe- 
hood of doctrines, by the conveniency 
or repugnancy of them to. what was 
contained in thoſe Books. By which 
we underſtand, that the obligation 
to believe what was taught by the 
precedent age, did not ariſe from 
the oral tradition of it, but by the 
ſatisfaQtion of rhe preſent age, thar 
the dodtrine delivered by it was 
the ſame with: that contained in Jcrp- 
FuYe. 


It is time now to return to Mr. {: 
who procceds ſtill ro maniteſt 7his 04- 
ligation in poſterity to believe what was 
delivered as matter of faith,by the pre- 


 cedent age of the Chuach ; but the torce 


of all is the ſame ſtill ; 22S. that other- 


waſe one age muſt conſpire to deceive the 


next. Bur the inconſequence of rhar, 
I haye fully ſhewed alrcady, unleſs he 


demonſtrates it impoſſible tor errors ro 
come 
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come in any other way : For it we re- 
duce the ſubſtance of what he ſaith to 
a Syllogiſtical ftcrm, it comes to this ; 
Where there is no pollibility ot error, 
there is an abſolute obligation ro 
faith ; but there is no poſlibility ot er- 
ror in the tradition of any age of rhe 
Church + ergo in cvery age there is an 
abſolute obligation ro believe the tra- 
dition of the preſent Church. The 


minor he thus proves; It no age of 


the Church can be ignorant of whar the 
precedent taught, or conſpire to de- 
ceive the nexr, then there is no poſi 
bility of error coming into the tra- 
dition of the Church 1n any age ; but 
the antecedent is true, and therefore 
the conſequent. Now, who ſees not 
that the force of all this lies not in 
proving the 97707 propoſition , or that 
no age could conſpire to deceive ano- 
ther? bur the conſequence, v/z. that 
no error can come into a Church, bur 
by a general miſtake, in one wholc 
age, or the general impoſture of it 
which we utterly deny; and have thew- 
cd him already the {alſencſs of it from 
his own conceſſions. And I might 
more largely ſhow it trem thoſe Do- 
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Ctrines or opinions which they them- 
felves acknowledg ro have come into 
their Church without any ſuch general 
miſtake or impoſture, as the dot?rznes 
of Fapal infallibility,and the common 
beliet of Purgatory. The very ſame 
way that Mr. JV/ite and Mr. S. will 
ſthew us how theſe came in, we will 
ſhew him how many others came in as 
erroneous and ſcandalous as thoſe are. 
For whether they account theſe mat- 
ters of faith or no, it is certain many 
among them do, and that the far 
greateſt number, who aſſert and be- 
lieve them ro be the doCEtrine of their 
Church too. It therefore theſe might 
come in without one age miſtaking or 
decciving the next, why might not all 
thoſc come in the ſame way which we 
charge upon them as the errors of their 
Church ? And in the ſame manner that 
corrupt doctrines come in, may Ccor- 
rupt practiſes too, ſince theſe, as he 
fairh, {primmg from the other. He might 
therefore have ſaved himſelf the rrou- 
ble of finding cut how an acute It, 
or great Schol1r would diſcover the 
weakneſs of this way. For without 
pretending to be cither of theſe, I have 

{ound 


- VV pk as ati p— AM”. Lk kk, 2 Ab. as _— 4 NE Tn” "on. = 


we 0 Has Fed go. Ted fa... 2% Hh tr 3&A\Xs Þ YyolloaS Ay aa 


Rule of Faith, 


found out another way of attaquing 
ir, than Mr. S. looked ths US. from 
his own principles and conceſſions ; 
ſhewing how errors might come into 
a Church, without a total deception 
or conſpiracy in any one age. Which 
if it be xrue, he cannot bind me to be- 
lieve what ever he tells me the preſent 
Church delivers, unleſs he can prove 
that this neyer came into the Church 
as a ſpeculation or private opinion, 
and from thence by degrees hath come 
to be accounted a point of faith, 
Therefore his way of proof is now 
quite altered, and he cannot ſay we 
are bound to believe whatever the 
preſent Church delivers; tor that which 
he calls the preſent Church, may have 
admitted ſpeculations and private opi- 
nions into doctrines of taith ; bur ol 
mult firſt prove ſuch doctrines deliver- 
ed by Chriſt or his Apoſtles, and that 
from his time down to our age they 
haye been received by the whole 
Church for matters of faith ; and when 
he hath done this, as to any of the 
points in controyerſie between us, I 
will promiſe him to be his Proſe/yte. 


But he oughr ſtill ro remember,that he 
Gr 2 15 
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is not to prove it impoſſible for one 
whole - age to conſpire ro deceive the 
next; bur that ſuppoſing that it is im- 
poſſible for any errors to come into 
the tradition of the Church. Let us 
now ſee what Mr. S. objects againſt 
thoſe words I then uſed againſi the 
demonſtrating this way ; It zs hard to 
concetve what reaſon ſhould inforce 
zt,but ſuch as proves the impoſſibility of 
the contrary ; and they have underſtand- 
ings of another mould from others, w»ho 
can conceive it impoſſible men ſhould not 
think themſetves obliged to believe and 
do all juſt as their predeceſſors. And 
whatever Mr. JS. ſays to the contrary, 
I cannot yet ſee, but that therein I ar- 
oued from the very nature and conſtitu- 
tion of the thing. For that which 1 
looked'for, was a- demonſtration, which 
I ſuppoſed could not be unleſs the im- 
poſſibility of the contrary were de- 


 monſtrated. Bur if it be poſſible for 


Men, Chriſtians, nay Romaniſts to be- 
lieve on other accounts than tradi- 
tion of rhe precedent age, I pray what 
demonſtration can there be, that men 
mult think themſelves obliged to be- 
lieve and do all juſt as their predeceſ- 

ſors 
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fors did ? Surely it Mr. S's. fancy had 
not been very extravagant, he could 
never have thought here of mens bein 

obliged to cut therr Beards,or wear (ach 
Garters and Hat-bauds as thezy fore- 


fathers did. For do I not mention be- 


lieving firſt,and then doing ? by which 
it were ealie ro apprehend, that I 
mcant matters of ſaith, and ſuch pra- 
Etices as flow from them. Neither 
was there any ſuch crafty and ſophiſti- 
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cal dealing as he charges me with ; for P: 235: 


I am content his doctrine be taken in 
his own terms ; and I have now given a 
larger and fuller account why I am far 
from being convinced by the way he 


, hath uſed tor reſolving faith. Paſling 


by therefore his challenge, which I ac- 
ccpt of, as long as he holds to the 
weapon of reaſon and c:Tihity, I come 
to conſider his laſt enquiry, why 1 


on 71 poſterity,to believe their anceſtors 
in matters of faith ; and he judicioul] 
reſolves it into g ſtrange diſtortion of ku- 
M41 114tire, but ſuch as it ſcems, 1s the 
proper cfic of the Proteſtants temper, 
which 15 faith he, to chuſe every one hu 
faith by his private judgement, or «wit, 
3 Wor kzng 
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working upon diſputable words. Which 
as far as we own it, is not to belieye 
what we ſee no ground for; and if 
this be fuch a d:/ortron of human 1na- 
zure, T'envy not Mr. S's. uprightneſs 
and 'pertetion. If he means that we 
build our faith on our private judg- 
ments,in oppoſition to Scrzpriire, or the 
univerſal tradition of the Church in all 
ages, let himprove it evidently in one 
particular, and I engage for my ſelf 
and all true Proteſtants, we will re- 
nounce the belief of it. Tf he hath 
any 'thing further to object againſt the 
grounds of 'our Religion, he knows 
where to attaque me ; let him under- 
take the whole, or elſe acknowledg 
it a moſt unreaſonable thing thus to 
charge falſtrics upon us, and then ſay 
we have nothing clſe to fay for our 
ſelves. We-pretend not to chuſe our 


__- faith, bur heartily embrace whatever 


'choſen ſo'1ll for her ſelf. 


appears to have been delivered by 
Chr:ſt or his Apoſi tes ; but we know the 
Church ot Rome too well to belicve all 
which ſhe would impoſe upon us, and 
are loth to have her chuſe our Religi- 
on for .us, ſince we know ſhe hath 
But it Mr. S: 
will 


> 1. 4 4] es a 


hy, 


FS " FF WW WW .00 


- Rule of Faith, 


will not believe me in ſaying thus,what 
reaſon have I to believe him in ſaying 
otherwiſe ? Such general charges then 
ſignifie nothing, but every one mult 
judg according to the reaſon on both 
ſides. 


I now come to the laſt part of my 
task ; which is to ſhew,#hat this way is 


. repugnant to common ſenſe and expert- 


ence, and that the Church of Rome bath 
apparently altered from what was the 
belief of former ages. To which pur- 
poſe my words arc , It 7510 no purpoſe 
to prove impoſſibility of motion when 
I ſee men move ; no more s it toprove 
that no age of the Church could vary 


from the preceding, when we can evi- 


dently prove that they have done zt. 
And therefore this argument is intend- 
ed only to catch eaſie minds that care 
wot for a ſearch mto the hiſtory of the 
ſeveral ages of the Church, but had ra- 
ther fit down wth a ſuperficial ſubtilty, 
than ſpend time* in further enquiries. 
But two things M. IJ. tells me are re- 
quired ere I can ſee that ther faith va- 
res from the former ; firſt lo ſee chat 
their Church holds now, and then to (ee 
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«hat the former Church held before;and 
he kindly tells me, if he ſees any thing, 
T ſee neither well. It ſeems I want 
Mr. S's. ſpefFactes of oral tradition to 
fee with ; but as yct I have nocauſe to 
complain of rhe want of them, bur I 
ſee much better without them than 
with them. He tells me, I cannot ſee 
what their preſert Church holds, and 
therefore I cannot aſſure any what Was 
held before; becauſe af T renounce tradi- 
tion, T rake any all means of knowing. 

The reaſon why » TI cannot candidly ſee 
(as he phraſes it ) what their Church 
holds now, is, becatiſe I cannot d:ſtin- 
enurſh between faith and its explication, 

(ome Schoolmen and the Church. By 
which it ſeems it is impoſſible for me 
ro know what their Church holds con- 
cerning 11wvocation of Saints, Worſhip of 
Images, Communicn in one kind; for 
rhoſc are the points I there mention, 

whercin it is cvident, that the Church 
of Rome hath recededs from the do- 
&rinc and practiſe bt the primitive 
Church. Or are theſe only the opi- 
nions and practiſes of ſome Schoo/mer 
among them, and not the doctrine and 

practiic of their Church ? But that we 

might 
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Might come to ſome fuller ſtate of 
theſe controverſies, I wiſh M. FS. would 
ſerte ſome ſure way whereby we might 
know diſtinly whit arc the dogrines 
and practiccs of their Church. It the 
Conncil of Trent and Roman Catechiſm 
be ſaid to be the rule of dottr:ine, I de- 
ſire no other ; ſo that thoſe may be 
interpreted by practices univerſally al- * 
lowed among them. As when that 
Council only defined, that due honour 
be grven to Saints; the gencral praftice 
of that Church may tell us what they 
mean by that due honour ; and if that 
be not tair, I know not what is. Bur 
I ſee all the ſhift Mr. S. hath, is, when 
he is pinched,to ſay theſe are the opini- 
ons of Schoolmen and private | 
lators, and not the dottrine of their 
Church. And if ſuch ſhifts as theſe are 
mult ſerve the turn, I ſhould wonder 
if ever he be to ſeck for an anſwer. 
Bur the ſhorteſt anſwer of all would be, 
that none but thoſe of their Church 
can know what ſhe holds; and there- 
fore it 1s to no purpoſe tor Proteſtants 
co Write againſt her ; or it may be, thar 
none bur Mr, $. and one or two more 
can tell; for many among them ſay, 
| thoſe 
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thoſe are the doctrines of their Church 
which they deny to be. So that ex- 
cept Mr. White and Mr. S. and ſome 
very few demonſt#ators more, . all the 
reſt are School-men, private Opimators, - 
and not to be relied on. Put I cannot 
ſee what their Church held formerly net« 
ther. No wonder at all of that ; for 
if I cannot ſee an object ſo near me as 
the preſent Church, how can it be ex- 
ected I ſhould ſee one ſo much further 
off as the doctrine of former ages? 
And his reaſon is ſo ſtrong, as may well 
erſwade me out of one, at leaſt, of my 
tive ſenfes. For faith he,f 1 queſtion tra- 
dition, I queſtion whether there be any 
dottrine þ 3a and ſo any Fathers, 
And is not this argued like a Demon- 
ſtrator ? Firſt he ſuppoſes there never 
was any way uſed in the world bur 
oral tradition, and then ſtrongly in- 
fcrs, it 1 deny that, I can know no- 
thing. Bur I can yet hardly perſwade 
my 1elt that the Futhers only fate in 
Chimney-corners teaching their Chil- 
dren by word of mouth, and charging 
them to be ſure to do ſo to theirs ; 
bur as they loved preſerving the do- 
Etrine of faith, they ſhould haye a great 
carg 


cxre never to write down a word 
of it. Bur why, T wonder, ſhould 
Mr. S. think, that if Ido not allow of 
oral tradition, I muſt needs queſtion 
whether there were any Fathers ? Thad 
thought I might have known there had 
been F:thers by their Children ; T mean 
the Books they left behind them. Bur if 
all Mr. F. pleads for be only this, that 
no Books can be certainly conveyed 
without tradition, he diſpute's with- 
out an adverſary ; bur as I never 0 
poſed this,ſo I am ſure it doth him lit- 
tle ſervice. Ir is then from rhe Books 
of the Fathers that I find what the ſenſe 
of the Church of their age was, and 
from thence I have thewed how vaſtly 
different the opinions and praCtices of 
the Roman Church are from thoſe of 
the primitive. Although then I may 
not think my ſelf obliged to believe 
all that the preſenr Church delivers for 
matter of faith ; yer I hopeI may find 
what the opinions and practice of the 
former Church were by the records 
that are left of it. And the reaſon 
why 1 cannot think any one obliged 
to believe what every age of the 
Church delivers, is, becauſc I think no 
man 
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man obliged to believe contradictions ; 
and I ſee the opinions and practices of 
ſevera] ages apparently contrary to each 
other. 


4 18. Well, but I call this way a ſuperfict- 
al ſubtilty ; and fol think it ſtill ; ſo 
little have Mr. S's. demonſtations 
wrought yo me. But, ſaith he, zs 
that which is wholly built on the na- 
zure of things ſuperficial ? No; but that 
which, pretends. ro be ſo built, may. 
And of that nature I have ſhewed'this 
way to be, and not the former, Burt 
that I may not think him ſuperficzal 
as well as his way, he puts a protound 
Queſtion to me, What do I think Con: 
trower fie 3s ? and that he may the bet- 
ter let me know what it is, hean- 
ſwers himſelf. I deal plizuly with you, 
ſaith he, you may take it to be an art 
of talking, and T think you do ſo, though 
901 will not profels it ; but I take it to 
be a noble ſcarmce, But to let him ſee 
that 7 will deal as plainly with him, as 
he doth with me, I will profeſs it, that 
I not only think Controver/ze as uſually 
managed, but ſome mens way of de- 
ponſtrating ( Mr, $. may catily know 
| whom 
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whom I mean ) to be a meer art of 
talking, and nothing elſe. Bur he tates 

#t to be a noble ſcience ; yes doubtleſs, 

if Mr. $. manage it, and he |be the 

judg of it himſelf. His meaning 1 
ſuppoſe is, by his following words, P- 249: 
that he goes upcn certain principles,and 

we do not, We have already ſeen how 
certain his principles have been; and I 
ſhould be ſomewhat aſhamed of my 
Religion it I had no better.. Bur whar 

our rule of faith is, hath been amply 
diſcourſed already by you, and that in \,:- - ) 
Mr. S's clearing method, that nothing ; 
is left for me to do, bur to touch ar 
what remains, and concludes this an- 
ſwer. 1 had the better to illaſtrate 

the weakneſs of thar argument from 

oral tradition, brought an inſtance in 

thar caſe parallel, zz. that it one ages 
delivering to another would prove that 

the faith of Chriſt was in every age 
unalterable, becauſe no age did teſtite 

any ſuch alteration to be in ity by 

the ſame argument the world might be 
proved eternal, becauſe no age did 

ever teſtifie to another, that the world 

was ever otherwiſe than it is. So that 


if oral tradition were only to be re- 
lied 
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lied on, there could be no cvidence 

given of the worlds being ever other- 

wiſe than ir is, and conſequently the 

world muſt be believed to have been 

always what we ſee it is. This, as 

far asTcan apprehend, is a clear and 

diſtin&t ratiocination,and purpoſely de- 

ſigned to prove that we muſt admit of 

other rules to judg of alterations in 

ors the Church by, befides oral tradition. 
But. Mr. 5. ( in his own i popes ns. 
ſtrangely roving from the mark I aimed 

$. 241: art,profciles there is not a tittle in it pa- 
: VoNet to his medium, nay, that he never 
ſaw in his life more odardities cotiched 
in fewer words, But I muſt take all 
patiently from a man who ſfz1} perches 
o# the ſpecifical nature of things,and ne- 
ver flags below the ſphere of ſcience. 
Yet by his good leave, he cither appre- 
hends not, or wilfully miſtakes my 
meaning ; for my argument doth not 
proceed upon the belict of the worlds 
eternity, which, in his anſwer, he runs 
wholly upon as far as ezghthly and liſt- 
y,but upon the evidence of oral traditi- 
as to no diſcernable altcration in any 
age of it. For the Queſtion between us, 
is, whether in matters of alteration in 
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the faith or practice of the Church, 
weare bound to rely only on the teſti- 
mony of oral tradition; ſo that if no 
age can be inſtanced in wherein any 
alteration was made, and this dcliye- 
red by that age, then we are bound 
to belicye there hath been no. altera- 
tion fince Chriſt and the Apoſtles 
times ; now I fay, it this hold good, 
I will prove the world eternal by the 
ſame argument ; taking this for our 
_—_— that we are bound to re- 
ly only on oral tradition in the caſe, 
originally derived from the matter 
of tat ſeen by thoſe of the firſt age; 
for that which never was otherwiſe 
then it is, is eternal ; but we cannor 
know by oral tradition that the world 
ever was otherwiſe then it is ; for no 
age of the world can be inſtanced in, 
Wherein we have any teſtimony of 
any alteration that was in it. Either 
then we mult belieye that rhe world 
ever was what it 1s, Z. e. eternal ; 
or elſe we mult fay, that we. are nor 
to rely barely on oral tradition in this 
caſe, but we muſt judg whether the 
world were made or no, by other 
medinms of Scripture and reaton, And 
this 
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this was all which I aimed at, vzz. to 
ſhew that where there is no evidence 
from oral tradition ; yet it there be 
Scripture and reaſon, there is ſuffici- 
ent ground for our faith to ſtand 
upon. And ſo I apply it to the pre- 
ſent caſe ; though we could not prove 
barely from the iradz7z0n of any one 
age, that there had been any altera- 
tion in the faith or praCtice of the 
Church ; yet it I can prove that there 
hath been ſuch from Scrzprure and 
reaſon, this is ſufficient for me ro be- 
lieve it. And now I dare appcal to 
the indifferent Reader, whether this 
be ſo full of abſurdities, or it be 
ſuch a rambling Chimerical argument 
(as he calls it), zo two pzeces of which 
hang together with themſelves, or any 
thing elſe. Which being expreſſions of 
as great modeſty as ſcience, I am con- 
tent Mr, S. thould bcar away the ho- 
our of them and lus demonſtrations 


together. 


The laſt thing he cuarrcls with 
me for, is, thar I ſay, zf we can evi- 
dently prove,that there have been alie- 
rations in the Church, then 2! 2s to no 


purpoſe 
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Purpoſe tofrove that impoſſible which 
we ſee attually done. And this appears 
not only becauſe the Scripture Juppeſes 
a degeteracy in the Chriſtian Church, 
which could never bef every age of the 
Church did infallibly believe and pra- 
iſe as the precedent up to Chriſt's 11me 
a:4 ; but becauſe we can produce clear 
evidence that ſome things are delruered 
by the preſent Church, which muſt 
be brought in by ſome age ſince the time 
of Chriſt ; for which I refer the 
Reader to what I had (aid about com- 
miunion in one kind, invocation 0 
Saints, and worſhip of Images - In all 
which, I ſay, I had proved evidently 
that they were not in uſe in ſome ages 
of the Chriſtian Church;and it ts as evis 
dent that theſe are delivered by the pre- 
ent Church,and therefore this princaple 

muſt needs be falſe. In anſwer to this, 
Mr. S$. wiſhes, I would tell him firſt 
what evidence means, whether a ſtrong 
fancy, or a demonſiration ? 1 mean thar 
which 1s cnough to perſwade a wile 
man, who judges according to the 
cleareſt reaſon, which I am lure is 
more than ever his demonſtrations 
will do. Bur it is a pleaſant ſpeQta- 
H ClE 
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| cle to ſee how Mr. S, layes about him, 


at my ſaying that the Jrrapture * ſup- 
poles a SRI in the Chriſtian 
Church. Incomparably argued / faith he, 
why, [ee we not the place ? does it evi- 
dently (peak of faith, or manners ; the 
Univerſal Church,or particular perſons? 
but be it in faith, be it univer(al, does 
zt ſuppoſe this degeneracy already paſt, 
which 15 only proper to your purpoſe, or 
yet to come ? That is, does it ſay there 
muſt be a total Apoſtacy in faith before 
the year 1664 ? Alas, he had forgot 
this. Moſt incomparably anſwered ! 
For if the degeneracy be in 1665. or 
any years aiter, what becomes of 
M. S's demonſtration then, that no 
errors could come into the Church 2 
but it ſeems his demonſtration holds 
but till 1664. and I eaſily believe ano- 
ther year will never believe the 
truth of ir. But it ſuch a thing as a 
degeneracy be poſlible,how then ſtands 
the infallibility of tradition, when 
there can be no degeneracy withour 
falling from the doctrine and practices 
of Chriſt and his Apoſtles?Bur that ſuch 
a degeneracy hath already been in thar 
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and that both in faith and manners, ] 
ſhall refer Mr. & to the learned Au- 
thor of the late Idea of Antichriſtia- 
niſm and Synopſis Prophetica, where 
he may find enough to perfwade him 
that his demonftration was tar from 
holding ſo long as 1664. And now I 
leave the Gay 4 to judg whether rhe 
foregoing evidences againit the infalli- 
bility of oral tradition, or Mr. S's. de- 
monſtrarions have the greater force of 
reaſon in them. And it he will nor 


ſtoop ſo far from the height of his perch, 


as to take notice of what I have elſe- 
where ſaid, I am reſolved to let him 
ſeg I am not ar all concerned abour 
it : I begin to underſtand him fo well 
by this Append:x, that I can give my 
ſelt a reaſonable account why he 
thought it not fit tro meddle with any 
other part of my Book. Bur it Mr. &: 
be reſolved not to anſwer any of the 
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teſtimonics I there produce, unleſs 7P: *4# 


ſmmgle them out, and prent them at the 
end of this Anſwer, 4 e. remove them 
from that evidence which attends 
them in the ſerzes of the difcourle ) I 
can only fay, he is the molt imperious 
anſwercr I have met with, who is re- 
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ſolved never to deal with an adyerſz- 
ry, but on his own unreaſonable terms. 
Thus heartily wiſhing. Mr. S's. Science 
as great as his opinion of it,and a good 
effect of our endeavours to promote 
the one,, by removing the other, I am 


Sr, 
Your affeftionate friend 
and ſervanr, 


% 


London. Fune 28. 
1665. 
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Ednard Stillingflees. 
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SIA, 


Ince the diſpatch of the former 
Papers, I have met with ano- 
ther Treatiſe, wherein I find 
my ſelf concerned, written by 
the Author of Fiat Lux, the Title 
whereof is Dzaphanta : I am atraid 
the Title affrights you ; for I aſſure 
you it is the moſt formidable thing 
in his whole Book. Burt the man 
is a very modeſt man, and hugely 
different from Mr. S's. humor ; tor 
he is ſo far from offering to demon- 
” "IS 1 {rrate 
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Poſiſcript. 

ſtrate the grounds of faith ; that all he 
retends to in the title of his Book, is 
ro excuſe Catholick Religion againſt the - 
oppoſition of ſeveral Advuerſaries. What 
ault I pray hath the Catholick Religion 
committed, that ir muſt now come to 
be excuſed inſtead of being defended ? 
Bur when 1 look into that part which 
concems my ſelf, I preſently underſtand 
the meaning of it, which 15 not 7o ex- 
cuſe Catholick Religion, but themſetves 
for not being able to defend it. For 
he very a, pw. tells us, that faith 
zs firm and conftant, though all his talk 
for it be miſerably weak : 1.e. he is ſure 
they have an excellent Religion,though 
he knows not what to ſay tor it ; and 
their faith is a very good faith, bur it 
hath not yet had the good fortune to be 
underſtood by them. For he acknow- 
ledges, that as oftes as they diſpute, 
they are- beyond the buſmeſs, (ſo may 
any one bclieve, who reads their late 
Books,) which is in effec to ſay, there 
is no way left of diſputing any longer 
with adyerfaries about their faith ; on- 
ly.they muſt believe it ſtoutly them- 
_—_ - 


Poſiſcript. 
ſelves; but it is to no purpoſe ro of- 
fer to defend it. Nay, it doth their 
faith a great deal of miſchief ; for, ſaith 
he, zu reading controverſies, we ſee not 
ſo much the nature of the faith, as the 
wit of him who oppoſes or defends it. 
From whence we may eaſily gather 
what unſpeakable miſchief they do their 
cauſe by writing for ir. By which ex- 
preſſions, we may gueſs at what a low 
ebb the defence ot their faith is among 
them : for the way now takento defend 
it, is by diſowning the defenders of ir, 
and by ſaying that they only vent their 
own opinions ; and though we confute 
them never ſo much, yer their faith 
holds good ſtill. Was ever a good cauſe 
driven to ſuch miſerable ſhifts as 
theſe are, eſpecially among thoſe who 
pretend to wit and learning ? One, 
he ſaith, 7. C. vents a private opini- 
on of his own, and it is not a pin 
matter whether it ſtand or fall ; ano- 
ther, he ſaith the ſame of TI. S. a 
thigd of 7. V.C. and yer for all this, 
their religion is very firm and ure, 
and they arc all at perte& agreement 
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about it. Ts this the T:2ory over me, 
Mr. F$. mentzons to be ſo calie a thing ? 
I ſee that by the ſame figure M. 9d. calls 
his way of arguing demonſtration, run- 
ning out of the field ſhall be accounted 
conquering.Forl never ſaw 2ny perſon do 
it more openly than this Author does. 
For he plainly confeſſes, hat hrs Catho- 
Jick Gentleman went quite beſides his 
buſineſs, that he built upon indefenſible 
princaples, that his theological ratioci- 
naticy was indeed pretty, but too weak 
to hold. And are not we hugely too 
blame, if we do not cry up ſuch migh- 
ty Conquerors as theſe are? Truly, 
Sir, I expe the very ſame anſwer 
ſhould be returned to your Book; that 
Mr. S's argument 7zs a pretty theologt- 
cal ratiocmation ; and that your anſwer 
zs not unwitty:but though that way will 
ot hold, another will.Thus, when they 
are beaten off Infalhib;hty, they run 
to Trad;t:on : and when they are again 
beaten off Tradition, then , back 
again to 1nfallibility. So that the ſhort 
of all their anſwers is, though ſuch 
a one cannot defend our faith, yet I 

can; 


Poſtſcript. &c. 

can ; though I cannor, yet the faith 
is firm and conſtant ſtill. T wonder 
what their Super:ors think of this way 
of proceeding among them ; we ſhould 
imagine, if they be ſo weak as they ſay 
themſelves, they had much better keep 
them trom appearing abroad, and expo- 
ſing their cauſe ſo ridiculouſly to con- 
tempt. But it may be, they think their 
faith is the better as well as their 4ewo- 
t;0n, for rheir zgnorance: and that it 
would be a mighty diſparagement to 
their cauſe, for ſuch filly people to 
be able to defend it. It is enough for 
them to admire it themſelves,and to ſay 
as their common pcople uſe to do, 
though they cannot defend it, yet there 
are ſome that can. And although it 
may be no particulat perſon can do 
it, yet their cauſe is able to defend 
it ſelf, Bur for all that I can ſee, by 
ſuch kind of anſwers, the intention of 
them is, to intreat us not to tri- 
umph over the weakneſs of their pre- 
ſent Writers, but to wait till the 
Cauſe ir ſelf thinks fit to write. And 
when it doth ſo, they may- expect a 

| further 
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further anſwer ; but it were a grear 

iece of cruelty for us to haſten their 
ruine, who fall fo faſt before us by each 
others Pens. 
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Books Printed for, and 
Sold by Henry Mortlock 
at the Phenix in St. 
Pauls Church-yard, 
and at the white Heart 
in VVeſtminſter-hall. 


Rational account of the 
grounds of Proteſtant Re- 
ligion ; being a Vindicati- 
on of the Lord-Archbiſhop 
of Canterbury's Relation of 
a Conference; &c.,from the pretended 
Anſwer of T. C. folio. 

Sermons preached upon ſevcral oc- 
caſions, with a diſcourſe annexed con- 
cerning the true reaſons of the ſuffer- 
ings of Chriſt,wherein Cre/lzus's Anſwer 
to Grotits is conlidered, fol. 

Irenicum : A Weapon-Salve tor the 
Churches wounds : in quarto. 
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Orzgines Sacre; or a Rational Ac- 
count of the Grounds of Chriſtian 
Faith, 'as to the Truth and Divine 
Authority ot the Scriptures, and mat- 
tcrs therein contained, 4wuarto. , 

A Diſcourſe concerning the Idolat 
practiſed in the Church of Rome, and 
the hazard of Salvation in the Com- 
munion of it, in Anſwer to ſome Pa- 
pers of a revolted Proteſtant, wherein 
2 particular account is given of the 
Fanaticiſms and Diviſions of that 
Church, cffavo. 

An Anſwer to ſeyeral late Treatiſes 
occaſioned by a Book entituled, A 
Diſcourſe concerning the Idolatry pra- 
Etiſed in the Church of Roe, and the 
hazard of Salvation in the communion 
of it, the firſt Part, ofFavo. 

A ſecond Diſcourſe in vindication 
of the Proteſtant grounds of Faith, a- 
gainſt the pretence of Infallibility in 
the Roman Church, in Anſwer to the 
Guide in Controverſic, by R. H. Pro- 
teftancy without Principles, and Rea- 
ſon -and Religion ; or the certain Rule 
of Faith, by ZE. IF. with a particular 
enquiry into the Miracles of the /o- 


71.11 Charch, of7.770. 
An 


' An Anſwer to Mr. Creſey's Epiſtle 
Apologetical to a perſon of Honour, 
touching his Vindication of Dr. $t:/- 
lingfleet, offavo. All written by Edt. 
9:1/ingfleet, D. D. Chaplain in Ordi- 
nary to his Majeſty. 

Rnowledg and Pratftice : or a plain 
Diſcourſe of the chief things neceſſary 
to be known; believed and practiced 
in order to Salvation : 'by S&. Cradock, 
guarto; A Book very uſeful for Fa- 
milies. 

The Remains of Sir Walter Raws- 
teigh, in twebves. 

A Diſcourſe of War and Peace, by 
Sir Robert Cotton, in ofFawo. 

The Moral Philoſophy of the 
Stoicks, in oft .gv0. 

Hodders Arithmetick, !welves. 

The Triumphs of Rome over de- 
ſpiſed Proteſtancy, ofFavo. 

The Original of Romances, o&ZaTo. 

The Advice of Charles the Fifth, 
Emperor of Germany and King of 
Jpain, to his Son Philip the Second, 
upon reſignation of his Crown to his 
ſaid Son, iwelves. 

Obſervations upon Military and 
Political affairs, by the Right Ho- 
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nourable George Duke of Albemarle, 
folio, oubliſhed by Authorzty. 

A Fathers Teſtament: by - Phineals 
Fletcher, in oftavo. 


